Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 
□  February  25  -  Millbrae 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


February  26  -  Palo  Alto 


30  f\C,U/L^ 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

_  City:  fPsLD  filVfO 


State: 


Phone  £.gS>r  424 


(3  k 


Fax 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address: 


_  E-mail: 

393  YVo&frOo  AVZ-  Art 'JO  933  e>3 


Tes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 


Please  comment  clearly. 


UJui  you  <Lons<i)£&-  ti&eMs  op  ths  -t/za^s 

fP\S/P  (/vb£fLGfZc>l/Pl)  IP  J  JO 


AJoisZ  - 


ru)iS^‘ 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  doses  on  April  6.  2009 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Kathryn  Akatiff 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


■M\  K  © 
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Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Kathryn  Akatiff 

105  Rinconada,  Palo  Alto  94301 

Bring  it  to  San  Jose 

!-SC  SL 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  foou 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  ImDact  Reoort/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts 

Anthnritf/S/  ^  'ronmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  ’ 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  ^ 


Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  \  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Name  (please  print) 


int):  ”£) 


i 


■A  (fen 


City 


_  State:  jjj\  Zip:  *W  §  0  \ 


Phone: 


Title  (if  applicable):  C CUvc 

" - - - r-none. _ _ _ Fax: _ 

0^iMu5in.,s(i.,ppllcbl,):_  UvYW  Prv<,U  QW.W  E-  ApT 

ArtrirpcQ  y  i  . —  fr.  -  .  .  ^  * 
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"V”  Yes’  1  wou,d  like  t0  be  added  10  y°ur  mailin9  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process, 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Please  leave  your  form  at  the 
your  comments  are  included  in 


comment  table 
our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


X-3C  3 


RKO  RT  VFTD 
APR  6  2009 

BY: _ 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 
925  L  Street,  #1425, 

Sacramento,  Calif.  95814 


April  2, 2009 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 

When  my  husband  and  I  voted  for  the  HSR,  Measure  A. 
from  San  Diego  to  San  Francisco,  we  agreed  it  would  be 
forward  looking,  a  timely  project  whose  time  had  come. 

It  would  be  helpful  to  the  environment  (fuel  used  &  saved) 
and  help  transportation  issues  as  California  grows  (and  grows!). 
If  well  planned  and  engineered,  taking  prime  consideration 
for  its  impact  on  the  environment  and  the  public,  the  public 
would  be  well  served.  As  the  project  has  proceeded,  however, 
these  benefits  have  been  ignored. 


There  is  an  alternative  which  would: 
oyT  2“  Save  millions  of  public  dollars.(No  underground  tunneling). 

—  Protect  the  environment  of  the  S  F  Peninsula. 

£3-—  No  eminent  domaine  which  the  public  despises  &  will  fight. 

No  water  &  earthquake  problems. 

vfn  O* —  Better  safety  for  school  route  corridors,  grade  crossings . 

^  |  —  Splitting  cities  in  half. 

THE  ANSWER  IS  TO  END  THE  HSR  AT  SAN  JOSE!!  Passengers  can  change 
trains  &  go  up  the  Peninsula  with  stops ,  go  up  to  Sacramento  with 
stops,  and  easily  reach  destinations  all  around  the  Bay.  They  would 
have  access  to  the  S  F  Traffic  Terminal.  All  it  would  take  is  twenty 
minutes  of  their  time  to  change  trains.  Little  enough.  What’s  the 
hurry. 


*  i 


Betsy  Allyn,  4186  Willmflr  Dr.,  Palo  Alto,  Ca.  94306 
cc.  P  A  city  council 

Calif  Sen.  Smitian,  U  S  Sen.  Boxer,  U  S  Sen.  Feinstein 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Erika  Ameri  [eameri@apr.com] 

Sent:  T uesday,  March  31 , 2009  1 0: 1 3  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  high  speed  rail 


Please  know  that  high  speed  transportation  if  affordable  and  convenient  will  be  used...  but  if  an  eyesore  through  our 
communities  I  will  not  support  it... do  we  have  no  other  existing  track  anywhere  else  in  the  bay  area? 

Thank  you  for  your  time! 


W  Aits  . 
•A- 


Erika  Ameri 

Alain  Pinel  Realtors 

167  S.  San  Antonio  Rd.,  Suite  1 

Los  Altos,  CA  94022 

Direct:  650.209.1508 

Cell:  650.269.8211 

eameri@apr.com 

www.ErikaAmeri.com 


1 


1  -£>C  5" 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:48  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Rail  thru  WG 


From:  LAmes@aol.com  [mailto:LAmes@aol.com] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  February  25,  2009  11:11  PM 
To:  elist@wgna.net 
Cc:  board@wgna.net;  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  thru  WG 

FYI, 

there  was  a  public  mtg  tonight  at  the  Gardner  Community  Cntr  on  the  possible  alignment  of  the  planned  High 
line  thru  Willow  Glen. 

I  was  given  a  copy  of  the  CD,  and  have  posted  a  video  and  some  graphics  from  the  presentation  on  the 
website. 

for  more  info,  contact  the  Calif.  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  at  916/324-1541,  or  email  comments@hsr.ca. 

keep  informed! 

-Larry 


A  Good  Credit  Score  is  700  or  Above.  See  yours  in  just  2  easy  steps! 


l 


I-  SC  £> 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Linda  Anderson/Bert  Page  [mailto:b-l-page@pacbell.net] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  9:48  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  am  shocked  to  learn  of  your  plans  to  install  high  speed  rail  tracks  along  the  existing  Cal  Train  corridor.  The 

disruption  to  families  who  will  lose  their  homes  under  imminent  domain  is  immeasureable.  In  addition,  homes.  , 

schools  and  businesses  adjacent  to  the  tracks  will  be  impacted  to  an  intolerable  degree.  You  have  other 

options.  Consider  them  carefully.  Jfcj-  L-®*  l. 

Linda  Anderson 
Palo  Alto  CA 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 
Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:15  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  my  opinion 


From:  Inge  Angiletta  [mailto:iangilet@apr.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  3:40  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  my  opinion 


As  a  local  realtor  and  former  resident  of  Southgate,  one  of  the  most  desirable  communities  in  Palo  Alto,  I  have  stronq  7  6\ 
reservations  h&'toWfrbG W 

about  this  whole  “project”!  It  would  greatly  diminish  the  values  of  the  homes  along  the  planned  route.  —  ^  L  ^  viLlJLuS 

Also,  has  anyone  thought  about  the  safety  of  the  Palo  High  School  students?  They  would  be  required  to  walk:  across  or^i  r  J  i 
beneath  a 

wall  that  is  sure  to  divide  a  wonderful  city.  Don’t  do  it!  There  is  plenty  of  space  in  the  central  valley  where  a  high  speed  raiTj^ 
not  bother  anyone. 


Inge  Angiletta 

Alain  Pinel  Realtors 
578  University  Ave. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
ianqilet@aDr.com 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Renee  Apostolou 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in^<^/^0 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
“,ro? 


Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 


Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 
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Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Renee  Apostolou 

1635  Alma  Street,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

-i- j 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

Son  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  Hiqh-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  CKJanuary  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  H  IW  A  U  T~ _  City:  6cOw  "Tp  SC 

Title  (if  applicable):  Ul^A.  tW  _ Phone: _ _  Fax: 


State:  _ Zip:  C 


E-mail: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  6>  \\  M  A 
Address  ‘~>  J7  upi  g_  /V/  «_ 

0  - - : — - - - 

O'  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices,  £  Uc  fv  ^  ,  c  ^  //  [msC 


Please  comment  cleady. 


Y  f 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


1-5C  IO 


rvris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:54  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Concerns  about  HSR  in  residential  areas 


From:  Sara  Armstrong  [mailto:saraannruth@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  February  17,  2009  9:50  AM 
To:  Spaethling@pbworld.com;  HSR  Comments  ! 

Subject:  Concerns  about  HSR  in  residential  areas  /-Uwf'A 

HelI°'  -] 

As  a  resident  of  Charleston  Meadows,  a  neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto  that  abuts  the  CalTrain  corridor,  I  have  a  s' 

numW  /vP  nilpctinnc  nnrl  nnru'fmc  nhrmt  lirmr  ttiA  WQT?  will  imnuM  rmr  n^irrtitinr-Knrvrl  — - ■* 


Hello, 


number  of  questions  and  concerns  about  how  the  HSR  will  impact  our  neighborhood. 


1  -  My  first  concern  is  the  extremely  abbreviated  public  comment  period.  Why  is  the  public  comment  period 
limited  to  less  than  two  months  (from  the  Jan  12  meeting  notice  to  the  March  6  deadline)?  Will  there  be  other 
periods  during  the  planning  phase  when  public  comments  are  solicited?  How  do  you  plan  to  keep  the  public 
engaged  and  actively  participating  in  the  process  all  the  way  through  to  2020  and  beyond?  _ _ 


2  -  All  the  visualizations  and  pictures  on  the  website  depict  the  train  traveling  through  either  very  rural  areas, 
industrial  areas  or  city  centers.  Why  didn't  you  include  some  pictures  of  how  the  train  will  appear  in  resident! 
areas,  particularly  in  the  neighborhoods  with  single  family,  predominately  single  story  homes,  where  you  have 
proposed  that  train  will  be  elevated  up  to  15’?  For  example,  where  can  I  find  a  perspective  of  the  elevated 
portion  of  the  track  along  Alma  Street  in  Palo  Alto?  Please  also  send  me  a  link  to  a  visualization  from  a 
residential  street  with  homes  abutting  the  track  with  the  train  running  overhead  in  the  background.  * — - 


“TviMS^q  vtv^c\ 


proposed  that  tram  will  be  elevated  up  to  1 5  ?  For  example,  where  can  I  find  a  perspective  of  the  elevated  k] 
portion  of  the  track  along  Alma  Street  in  Palo  Alto?  Please  also  send  me  a  link  to  a  visualization  from  a 

residential  street  with  homes  abutting  the  track  with  the  train  running  overhead  in  the  background.  - - ^  n '' 

3  -  Regarding  the  grade  separations  at  E  Meadow  and  Charleston:  has  the  decision  been  finalized  to  elevate  thgj 
tracks  along  this  segment?  What  other  alternatives  were  considered  and  what  were  the  tradeoffs?  Why  was  theT^^) 
neighborhood  not  consulted?  Will  lowering  the  streets  (Meadow  &  Charleston)  necessitate  a  widening  of  tHe7^^ 
roads?  If  so,  how  much  wider  do  they  have  to  be  to  achieve  the  separation?  Please  indicate  the  width  \ 
differences  if  the  train  is  trenched,  elevated,  or  run  at  ground  level.  Q 


v6*fVV'J 

4  -  What  are  the  procedures  and  guidelines  your  agency  will  use  with  respect  to  eminent  domain?  How,  and  by  / 

whom,  will  compensation  schemes  be  determined?  There  are  references  and  comparisons  on  your  website  to 

the  European  and  Japanese  HSR  systems.  Please  provide  comparative  information  on  compensation  schemes  \ 

used  by  other  HSR  systems  in  the  world  with  respect  to  those  whose  homes/properties  are  taken  or  impacted., _ -- 

I  would  like  to  keep  a  dialog  open  to  understand  how  we  can  create  a  HSR  that  serves  the  most  Californians  and  /  ii  O 
at  the  same  time  does  not  adversely  impact  our  bay  area  cities  and  neighborhoods.  There  are  a  lot  of  concerns  / 
and  unanswered  questions  from  residents  living  on  or  near  the  tracks  and  a  sense  that  there  hasn't  been  much  L^amvv(\a, 
outreach  to  us.  < _ 1 


Thank  you, 

Sara  Armstrong 
Charleston  Meadows 
Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto 


X-5C  I) 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  ETTebruary  26  -  Palo  Alto 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


_  City:  _ ft6A) 


State:  _2ip: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

Address:  7.7V  7  T'  £  *  T 


Fax: 


Phone: 

A  5  U  /\/\  n  elf?.  Cf'  .  O.-h 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


1-56  171 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:48  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Palo  Alto  go  underground 


From:  Kim  Atkinson  [mailto:atkinsonkim@pacbell.net] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  February  25,  2009  9:00  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  Palo  Alto  go  underground 


Hi, 


I'm  a  resident,  homeowner,  parent  and  voter  in  Palo  Alto,  California.  This  is  a  strong  request  to  put  the  new  high-speed 
railway  UNDERGROUND,  in  a  COVERED  TUNNEL.  An  enlarged  raised  track  would  bisect  the  city  and  look,  and 
sound,  terrible.  The  current  track  is  mostly  in  a  residential  neighborhood  of  nice,  expensive  homes.  To  raise  the  trac 
would  look  awful,  would  devalue  properties  in  the  entire  region,  and  would  make  unbearable  noise.  The  quiet,  wooded 
town  nature  of  Palo  Alto  would  be  damaged  and  altered  forever  by  a  raised  track  system.  All  residents  would  be  hurt  by 
this,  no  matter  where  their  home  is  located. 

Please  put  the  tracks  in  a  covered  tunnel,  completely  underground,  and  please  consider  designing  walkways  and  bik 
paths  on  TOP  of  the  tunnel,  so  we  can  use  the  open  space.  There  is  currently  a  well-used  bike  path  alongside  the 
tracks.  Teenagers  flood  this  area  daily  on  their  way  to  and  from  high  school.  The  top  of  the  tunnel  could  be  designed 
beautifully  to  accomodate  pedestrians  and  bicyclists,  similar  to  the  pathway  that  runs  by  the  tracks  now. 

Thank  you, 

Kim  Atkinson 
1753  Mlddlefield  Road 
Palo  Alto  CA  94301 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Cheryl  Atkinson 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ' 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety?  v 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  tfi 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  a 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  * 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ^ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Cheryl  Atkinson 

1501  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

IH 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  4:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message . 

From:  Bari  Bai  [mailto:baribai@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  2:27  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose  HST 


Dear  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt, 

I  am  writing  to  this  letter  to  urge  that  High  Speed  Rail(HSR)  be  built-in  the  correct  way. 


The  default  plan  of  HSR  is  to  elevate  train  tracks.  To  me  and  most  residents  in  peninsula,  it 
is  totally  not  acceptable.  Could  you  imagine  that  high  speed  trains  zooming  through 
residential  neighborhood,  schools,  and  parks  day  and  night?  It  will  be  a  disaster  to 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  residents  along  the  train  route  and  our  children  who  attend  schooisJ^yjy^^ 
next  to  the  route.  High  speed  train  is  loud,  and  it  has  to  go  underground  in  densely 
populated  residential  communities  such  as  peninsula  and  south  bay. 

The  purpose  of  the  HSR  project  is  to  improve  the  transportation  and  thus  to  benefit 
California  people.  How  could  you  achieve  this  goal  when  the  quality  of  life  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  residents  is 

suffered  from  the  constant  train  noise  day  and  night?  How  could  you 
achieve  this  goal  when  people  are  constantly  disturbed  by  the  noise 
and  could  not  fall  into  sleep  at  night?  How  could  you  achieve  this 
goal  when  our  kids  could  barely  hear  their  teachers  in  the  classrooms 
while  trains  are  passing  by?  When  we  build  this  project,  we  have 
the  responsibility  to  make  sure  that  it  is  built  in  the  correct  way. 


It  is  crucial  to  thoroughly  investigate  the  noise  impact  from  HSR.  We  need  to  fully 
investigate  different  options  and  to  answer  the  following  questions: 

(1) .  what  is  noise  level  in  term  of  decibels  (DB)  at  100  feet  away  from  the  train  track?  (200 
feet  away  from  the  train  track?  400  feet  away  from  the  train  track?  800  feet  away  from  th^ 
train  track?  1600  feet  away  from  the  train  track? 

(2) .  could  people  conduct  normal  conversation  on  the  street  at  100 
feet  away  from  the  train  track?  200  feet  away  from  the  train  track? 

400  feet  away  from  the  train  track? 


(3) .  Will  the  classroom  activities  and  outdoor  activities  in  the  schools  be  disturbed  by  fhe 
train  noise?  Suppose  that  the  schools  are  200  feet  and  400  feet  away  from  the  train  trad 

(4) .  Can  people  still  enjoy  music  at  home,  if  they  live  within  100,  200,  400  and  800  feet 
away  from  the  train  tracks? 

(5) .  Will  people  have  sleep  disorder  due  to  the  train  noise  at  night  if  they  live  within  (t00 
feet  from  the  train  track? 


X'XC  IX 


Regards, 

Bari 

321  Edlee  Ave, 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:06  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Rail 


From:  Toni  Balestrieri  [mailto:toni@cabanapaloalto.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  5:51  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail 

We  do  not  need  this  project!  We’re  small  compacted  cities  with 
neighborhoods. 


Toni  Balestrieri 


no  room  for  “high  speeds”  to  run  in  the  middle  of  our 


jSr/ 


Director  of  Finance 

The  Cabana  Hotel  &  Resort  -  Palo  Alto 

4290  El  Camino  Real 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

650-857-0787-Main 

650-628-0130-  Direct 

650-628-0142-Fax 

toni@cabanapaloalto.net 

“Next  time  have  it  at  the  Cabana” 


- Home  to  Stanford  FOOTBALL  2008 - GO  CARDINAL! 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Pam  [pballus@gmail.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  11:01  PM 
HSR  Comments 
HSR 


I  have  lived  in  Palo  Alto  for  the  past  13  years  and  find  the  idea  of  HSR  traveling  on  the  Caltrain  corridor  very 
troubling:  .  *— 


1)  HSR  on  a  raised  track  with  additonal  track  lines  (with  additional  rail  traffic)  would  divide  our  community  ,  ( 

visually  and  add  increased  noise  pollution.  \  ^  ( 

2)  HSR  is  not  a  community  friendly  concept  for  a  town  like  Palo  Alto,  with  so  many  homes  near  the  tracjkstb 


3)  The  HSR  would  sit  right  next  to  Palo  Alto  High  School.  Increased  train  traffic  and  a  large  wall  to  holdtji#'  i 

traffic  does  not  seem  school-friendly.  ^ 

4)  Plow  much  will  the  system  really  cost?  While  the  voters  passed  a  measure  for  bonds  for  the  HSR,  is  this  a 

good  idea  with  our  federal  and  state  governments  in  financial  crisis?  Will  there  be  enough  funding  for  the  \ 

completion  of  the  system?  Will  it  be  financially  viable  or  will  government  subsidy  be  required  over  the  long  jV 
haul?  #2  COVi5t?uctloy\ 

51  We  alreadv  have  a  train  svstem  on  The  Peninsula.  Whv  not  build  it  south  of  SanJose  first  and  see  if  fimdinl 


5)  We  already  have  a  train  system  on  The  Peninsula.  Why  not  build  it  south  of  S^^ose  first  and  see  if  fundinl 
is  available  to  complete  the  project  to  SF?  We  can  already  easily  ride  trains  from  SJ  to  SF. 

6)  The  raised  line  would  cut  the  community  off  from  Stanford  University  and  the  views  of  the  hills  behind  theP 

University  a  major  part  of  the  quality  of  everyday  life  here.  _ J  ^  ^  NgfrAsfa  & 

7)  The  HSR  seems  like  it  would  lay  an  irreversible  scar  upon  the  landscape.  It  sincerely  seems  very  ,  . 

environmentally  unfriendly  in  terms  of  the  way  of  life  in  our  community.  P  l 

Thank  you  for  considermg  my  comments.  1 


P  Ballus 
Palo  Alto 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:04  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Scoping  Period  Comments 


From:  David  Barca  [mailto:davidbarca@kw.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  7:27  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  Assemblymember.Ruskin@assembly.ca.gov;  Senator.Simitian@sen.ca.gov 
Subject:  Scoping  Period  Comments 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


I'kW 


*■ 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt,  _ 

I  write  this  in  part  as  an  interested  homeowner  who  lives  within  100  yards  of  the  current  CalTrain 
corridor  on  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula.  My  comments,  though  general,  apply  primarily  to  the  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  portion  of  the  HST  project.  As  a  lifetime  resident  of  the  Peninsula  you  can 
guess  my  concern  over  moving  forward  with  this  project  prematurely,  that  is  without  total  due 
diligence,  which  in  my  estimation  was  sorely  deficient  prior  to  last  fall’s  passing  of  Proposition  1A;  and 
in  spite  of  much  effort  to  participate  in  the  community  dialogue,  further  diligence  is  noticeably  absent.  > 


7pnflAN 


Now,  before  you  judge  my  opinion  on  this  let  me  also  say  I  spent  several  years  in  Great  Britain  during / 
the  mid  1990’s  as  part  of  British  Rail’s  privatization  effort  and  developed  a  great  appreciation  for  the 
benefits  of  high  speed  rail.  However,  if  you  recall  the  problem  at  that  time  British  Rail  was  draining 
the  coffers  of  government  and  something  had  to  be  done  and  part  of  the  analysis  of  why  that  could 
possibly  happen  in  the  first  place  points  to  the  very  issues  we  are  facing  with  our  own  decision.  In 
very  brief  summary  Great  Britain  was  the  champion  in  a  convenient  and  efficient  rail  system  before  it 
decided  (probably  correctly)  to  advance  to  a  high  speed  rail  concept.  The  problem  wasn't  the  idea. 
The  problem  was  jumping  in  with  both  feet  before  seriously  outlining  the  business  and  financial 
elements  to  enough  detail.  Consequently,  after  several  years  of  apparent  success  they  surprisingly 
discovered  it  was  a  losing  proposition. 


^5  oc&L 


Similarly,  our  dilemma  is  the  high  speed  rail  proposition  here  in  California  has  been  equally  short  on 
detail  and  due  diligence.  As  a  business  person  why  would  I  invest  in  this  project.  The  cost 
estimates  raise  doubt  of  accuracy  in  these  uncertain  economic  times.  The  return  on  investment  is 
based  on  figures  that  seem  more  pie  in  the  sky  than  grounded  in  solid  financial  modeling. 


So,  as  a  business  person  I  would  like  to  see  due  diligence,  accountability,  and  a  well  crafted  busines 
plan.  The  good  fortune  of  last  November's  election  not  withstanding,  the  people  of  California  need  to 
know  if  this  is  a  sound  investment  or  not. 


:#2rLDy\Ap&i 


As  a  slight  sidebar,  let  me  indicate  that  a  good  portion  of  the  metropolitan  areas  in  Great  Britain  have 


their  rails  underground.  Typically,  areas  where  rail  is  above  ground  are  considered  blighted, 
undesirable  and  crime  ridden.  Somehow  that  needs  to  be  taken  into  account.  In  addition  safety  is 


& 


m  safety 


always  an  issue.  High  Speed  Rail  tends  to  be  safe,  but  having  worked  on  the  tracks  and  knowing 
that  people  live  near  tracks,  one  must  be  aware  of  just  how  fast  and  dangerous  they  can  be.  A  train 
must  be  sighted  to  be  safe.  You  cannot  rely  on  your  hearing.  Once  you  hear  the  train,  there  are  four 
seconds  until  it  reaches  you.  Finally,  a  bit  of  a  gruesome  detail  appears  to  be  the  allure  of  high  speed 
trains  for  suicides.  I  have  witnessed  this  and  it  is  a  stomach  turning  event.  Interestingly,  one  that  has 
an  enormous  impact  on  engineers,  who  can  do  nothing  to  stop  from  hitting  the  person  once  seen. 


Finally,  of  specific  concern  for  any  due  diligence  and  particularly  in  reference  to  the  EIR/EIS  I  hope|^  \[  jwcfvD 
the  following  are  addressed  with  appropriate  "detail  and  objective  conclusions: 


How  will  HST  change  the  character  of  our  communities'///  '  ^  ^ 

How  will  any  of  this  improve  local  and  regional  rail  service?] *14/^  CJ } 

Where  is  the  benefit  specifically  to  any  resident  on  the  SF-SJ  corridor?)/  ( ' 

What  is  the  true  cost  of  above  grade,  at  grade,  below  grade  and  tunneling?^ 

What  are  the  projected  revenue  and  ridership  variations  between  Altamont  and  Pacheco  gr 

Pass? 

What  are  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  a  Hwy  280  or  101  alternative?  'LoJ&JW&t  kDvcfe 
What  is  the  extent  of  disruption  to  traffic,  business,  environment,  etc.  during  construction?]^'t^JL 
What  is  this  really  going  to  cost  and  where  is  the  money  to  be  found?J#tb  ^ 

What  alternatives  have  been  suggested  by  CalTrain  and/or  Union^Pacific  Rail  Road Ksvcfe. 
What  will  the  impact  be  to  property  values  at  or  near  the  corridor?]^  \q  vaJLu^i. 

How  much  destruction  of  property,  environment  and  wildlife  will  need  to  occur?/*,!  Wiolofotdi 
What  kind  of  resistance  do  you  expect  from  homeowners,  cities,  coalitions,  environmental 
groups,  etc.?  =&  °\  pwVU o  CfpoGrhevv 

What  kind  of  savings  might  there  be  to  terminate  service  in  San  Jose  and  rely  on  enhanced 
local  and  regional  service  up  the  Peninsula?  2-  oJ&yv\o^&  i/iwigMT" 


There  are  myriad  of  other  issues,  hopefully  covered  by  others.  As  an  advocate  of  high  speed  rail,  I 
do  see  it  as  part  of  our  future.  The  problem  here  is  we  are  trying  to  make  something  work  that  isn't 
completely  detailed. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration  and  I  wish  you  all  the  best. 


4pII 


David  Barca 

General  Manager,  Keller  Williams  Realty 
San  Francisco  Peninsula 

505  Hamilton  Avenue 
Suite  100 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
mailto:davidbarca@kw.com 
650-454-8563  (Direct) 

650-454-8663  (Fax) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:51  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message . 

From:  Stephen  Baxter  [mailto:sbaxter@community-newspapers.com] 
Sent:  Friday,  February  20,  2009  12:13  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Dean  Leavitt- - 


I'm  trying  to  find  out  when  the  next  scoping  meetings  for  the  High  Speed  Rail  EIR  are  going  y 
to  be  in  San  Jose.  I  understand  there  was  one  at  the  Gardner  Community  Center  on  Feb.  18  but  \ 
I  missed  it.  \ 

Thank  you  for  your  help, 

Stephen 


Stephen  Baxter 
Reporter 

Silicon  Valley  Community  Newspapers 
(408)  200-1056 


/•) 


1-5C  1 1 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Suzanne  Bayley  [bayleys@comcast.net] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:36  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  am  extremely  concerned  about  the  safety  of  my  family  with  the  proposed  high  speed  train 
speeding  through  the  peninsula  at  120  mph  less  than  200  feet  from  my  home.  The  speed  at 
which  these  trains  will  be  traveling  through  the  heavily  populated  residential  neighborhoods 
between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco  is  unsafe  and  dangerous.  It  is  like  building  a  airpor 
runway  through  existing  neighborhoods.  A  proposal  to  raise  the  tracks  will  create  a  long 
ugly  scar  through  our  neighborhoods  and  divide  communities.  Have  we  learned  nothing  from 
beauty  and  sanity  restored  to  neighborhoods  in  San  Francisco  by  taking  down  the  raised  ^  ( 

freeways?  This  type  of  noisy,  concrete,  cement  barrier  will  create  blight  and  destroy 
community  life.  It  is  dangerous  for  everyone,  but  especially  children  trying  to  cross  tjown 
on  their  way  to  and  from  school. 

Please  do  not  run  these  fast,  noisy,  intrusive  trains  through  EXISTING  RESIDENTIAL 
NEIGHBORHOODS!  Please  consider  a  safer  speed  through  the  densely  populated  Peninsula  <i' 

residential  area  by  using  the  existing  baby  bullet  trains  for  the  portion  of  the  HST  journey, 
between  San  Jose  and  SF.  Or,  simply  make  the  HST  trip  from  San  Jose  to  LA.  \vj 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration, 

Suzanne  Bayley 
2553  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


l 


l-sc&o 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Suzanne  Bayley 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in ' 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  $  ' 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  f 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  Ifcb 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  V*°  lirW 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Suzanne  Bayley 

2553  Emerson  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

I-sc  a\ 


w 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  / 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  □  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print): _ //pAM^  _  City:  /IfY'ff . .  State:  ^/j  Zip:  jjjS  f 

Title  (if  applicable): _ /%&.*,,  ,  iPhone:  £<T(  7  // Fax: _ _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  C*&Se^  C  /%/tk  ■  /Z^E-mail:  **4^x3) 

Address  Sf//q/&Ssy V  /*L4>  ;  /%/ p  79 y  1 

lattes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  * 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  JO,  Palo  (/'-to 

Name  (please  print):  VoOfyiA !  %^-ErLJBS-ra  City:  _ stfi#: _ fyM3o  6 

Title  (if  applicable):  _  Phone:frSft  ^<7% 

.  E-mail: 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _  .  _ __ 

Address _ 3  ot  / AJ  df~  1~Q  A/ _ U  fc,  1 

tjj^Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  dearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  thai  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  doses  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Greg  M.  Beil  [gbeil@gryphonweb.com] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  9:12  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Build  high  speed  rail  from  San  Jose  to  LAX  first. 


Would  the  project  be  easier  to  begin  and  have  the  most  value  if  the  main  high  speed  rail  section  was  first  built  between 
San  Jose,  SJC,  and  the  main  Los  Angeles  terminal,  LAX?  Taking  our  current  Cal  Train  from  anywhere  on  the  peninsula  to 
San  Jose  regardless  of  the  speed  is  not  an  issue  for  my  family  and  probably  not  yours.  It's  the  drive  on  highway  5  that's 
the  big  time  waster,  air  polluter  and  energy  drain;  about  5-6  hours  by  car.  Our  East  Bay  neighbors  can  take  BART  once 
the  connection  is  made  to  SJC,  which  is  the  closest  Bay  Area  collecting  point.  If  money  does  run  dry,  and  it  may  easily  in 
our  current  economy,  the  main  section/leg  has  the  most  value,  least  community  resistance  and  can  sell  tickets  soonest 
to  begin  paying  for  itself.  It  sure  would  be  ideal  to  have  an  SF  to  San  Jose  connection  by  high  speed  rail,  but  it’s  not  a 
priority.  Build  high  speed  rail  from  San  Jose  to  LAX  first. 


OVfrR P\UL 
i-\CT 

(oo  Y^o^ser 


Best  regards, 
Greg  M.  Bell 


Gryphon  Web  Design  (email  connect  M-F  bus.  hours) 
Web  development  &  management  for  business  -  Since  ’96 
Palo  Alto,  Ca  650  494-2805  Web:  www.Qryphonweb.com 
(Pardon  my  brief  emails;  I  always  talk  more  by  phone.) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Greg  M.  Bell  [gbell@gryphonweb.com] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  8:55  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Build  high  speed  rail  from  San  Jose  to  LAX  first. 


Would  the  project  be  easier  to  get  started  if  the  main  high  speed  rail  section  was  first  built  between  San  Jose  and  the 
main  Los  Angeles  terminal?  Taking  our  current  Cal  Train  from  anywhere  on  the  peninsula  to  San  Jose  regardless  of  the 
speed  is  not  an  issue  for  my  family  and  probably  not  yours  either.  It's  the  drive  down  highway  5  that's  the  big  time 
waster,  air  polluter  and  energy  drain;  about  5-6  hours  by  car.  If  money  does  run  dry,  and  it  may  easily  in  our  current 
economy,  the  main  section/leg  has  the  most  value.  Build  high  speed  rail  from  San  Jose  to  LA  first. 


iL 

cMmhtL 
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Best  regards, 

Greg  M.  Bell 

Gryphon  Web  Design  (email  connect  M-F  bus.  hours) 
Web  development  &  management  for  business  -  Since  ’95 
Palo  Alto,  Ca  650  494-2805  Web:  www.aryphonweb.com 
(Pardon  my  brief  emails;  I  always  talk  more  by  phone.) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  charlottebemey@aol.com 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  19,  2009  12:26  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  El  Palo  Alto 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam, 

I  hope  that  whatever  is  done  with  the  high  speed  rail  line,  there  will  be  a  way  to  preserve  El  Palo  Alto,  the  heart  $  I 
and  soul  of  Palo  Alto  and  its  history.  J 

Sincerely, 

Charlotte  Bemey 


Live  traffic,  local  info,  maps,  directions  and  more  with  the  NEW  MapQuest  Toolbar.  Get  it  now! 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Stuart  Berman  [stuberman1@mac.com] 

Thursday,  January  22,  2009  1 1 :45  AM 
HSR  Comments 
Bern  Beecham 

Please  Tunnel  High  Speed  Rail  Through  the  Mid-Peninsula 


Dear  Dan, 


I  am  a  proponent  of  high  speed  rail  and  voted  for  it  in  November.  1  did  so  in  the  knowledge  that  the  project 
might  come  through  the  peninsula  either  above  or  below  ground. 

High  Speed  Rail  has  the  prospect  for  such  great  benefits  that  it  was  worth  taking  the  risk  of  voting  for  it. 
However,  the  benefits  of  this  project  will  only  be  achieved  if  the  rail  line  is  placed  in  a  tunnel  running  unde 
San  Francisco  Peninsula.  If  the  rail  line  is  above  ground  it  will  be  so  ruinous  to  the  Peninsula  way  of  life  th 
will  probably  exert  a  net  negative  impact  on  the  Peninsula.  I  refer  specifically  to  the  raised  rail  bed  (which 
might  be  20  feel  above  grade?)  that  will  divide  the  developed  parts  of  the  Peninsula  in  half,  create  an  eyesor 
and  provide  a  platform  for  broadcasting  train  noise  much  further  from  the  tracks  than  do  the  current  tracks. 

Please  fight  to  make  high  speed  rail  on  the  Peninsula  the  great  asset  to  our  community  and  the  State  of  1 
California  that  a  well  designed  project  can  be.  You  can  do  that  by  ensuring  that  the  tracks  run  through  the! 
Peninsula  in  a  tunnel.  Current  and  future  generations  will  thank  you  for  this  decision. 


Sincerely, 


Stuart  Berman 
2180  Cowper  Street 
Palo  Alto,  California  94301 
(650)  321-7181 

e-mail:  stuberman@post.harvard.edu 

(note:  stubermanl  @mac.com  is  a  temporary  address.  Please  do  not  use  it.) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From; 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:15  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Feedback  on  Peninsula  HSR  proposal 


From:  Pam  Bishop  [mailto:pambishop@hotmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  3:45  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Feedback  on  Peninsula  HSR  proposal 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt  and  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 

We  are  writing  to  share  our  concern  and  dismay  at  the  proposal  to  install  High  Speed  Rail  tracks  above 
through  the  cities  of  the  Peninsula.  This  is  one  of  the  most  wonderful  places  in  the  world  to  live,  and  there  mus 
be  a  better  way.  We  have  just  begun  to  realize  a  portion  of  what  you  are  proposing.  There  has  not  been  enougl 
done  to  illuminate  what  this  would  mean  to  the  population  and  neighborhoods  of  the  Peninsula.  Jj 


We  live  in  Palo  Alto  and  have  lived  here  for  all  but  3  of  the  last  38  years.  It  is  our  home.  Like  most  families  ~ 
our  home  and  neighborhood  is  very  dear  to  us.  We  have  given  up  other  things  so  we  can  remain  in  our  home  in 
our  retirement  years,  but  we  are  counting  on  our  property  value  being  maintained  .  Over  the  years,  the  Caltrai 
train  traffic  and  noise  has  increased  substantially.  We  have  some  relief  during  the  night  hours  and  less  noise 
during  the  weekends.  The  proposed  increase  in  train  traffic  and  noise  level  proposed  by  the  High  Speed  Rail  i, 
an  unthinkable  increase,  not  to  mention  the  walling  off  of  our  city  between  neighborhoods  with  a  high  wall. 


We  are  extremely  concerned.  We  implore  you  to  consider  other  alternatives  which  will  not  degrade  the  quality) 
of  life  on  the  Peninsula.  Current  and  future  generations  will  thank  you  for  your  foresight. 


'&S~0G WtM. 


m\ 

qmcAm&ovI 


Regards, 


Mr.  &  Mrs.  Robert  Bishop 
2760  Ramona  St. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Rediscover  Hotmail®:  Get  quick  friend  updates  right  in  your  inbox.  Check  it  out. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:48  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Train 


From:  Abigail  Black  [mailto:abigailblack@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  February  25,  2009  11:00  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Train 


Dear  Man  or  Woman, 


^-2-^ 


^  - 

The  trains  are  going  to  annoy  me  because  my  window  faces  it  and  I  want  it  in  a  tunne.  It  will  bug  me  when  I'm  ( 
sleeping.  Will  you  take  down  the  park?  Please  don't  take  down  one  thing.  ,i  - - . 


Thank  you, 

Abigail  Black,  age  7 


't 


1920  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:54  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High  Speed  Rail  Train 


From:  Gayle  Black  [mailto:black.gayle@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  February  16,  2009  3:43  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  Train 

February  16, 2009 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  for  17  years.  When  my  husband  and  I  moved  here  we  never  dreamed  we 
would  be  able  to  buy  a  home  on  the  Peninsula.  Yet,  we  loved  the  area  so  much  that  we  decided  we  would  make  ll' 
any  sacrifice  to  be  able  to  one  day  have  a  home  in  this  beautiful  area. 

Miraculously  we  were  able  to  buy  a  very  run-down,  old  two-bedroom/one  bath  home  in  the  Evergreen  Park 
neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto.  We  weren't  in  a  financial  situation  to  live  in  it,  so  we  rented  it  out  to  cover  the 
mortgage  payment  and  then  moved  into  a  little  cottage  on  Stanford  campus  with  our  two  children.  Nine  years 
later  we  still  lived  in  that  cottage  but  had  added  two  more  children.  Many  times  we  wondered  if  the  sacrifice 
was  too  great.  We  were  living  in  a  place  with  four  children  in  one  bedroom.  But,  time-and-again,  we 
recommitted  ourselves  to  doing  whatever  it  took  to,  one  day,  live  in  our  own  home  in  Palo  Alto. 

Finally  that  day  arrived.  After  14  years  of  living  in  Palo  Alto  we  had  saved  enough  money  to  create  our  dream 
home.  Due  to  the  many  problems  with  the  existing  home,  we  were  ultimately  faced  with  the  arduous  task  of  a 
complete  rebuild,  which,  in  Palo  Alto,  is  no  easy  feat  with  all  of  the  rules  and  regulations.  The  construction 
process  took  an  unexpected  three  years,  as  our  decision  to  use  a  "green"  construction  approach,  with  recycled 
light-gauge  steel  framing,  resulted  in  substantial  delays. 

The  long-awaited  wonderful  moment  of  completion  and  final  inspection  came  in  August  of  2008.  We  had  done 
it.  We  had  scrimped,  saved  and  lived  in  unfavorable  circumstances,  but  felt  it  was  all  worth  it  because,  we  had 
a  wonderful  home  in  Palo  Alto. 

Now  six  months  after  the  day  our  dream  became  a  reality  we  learn  we  have  been  blind-sided  by  a  monstrous, ' 
noise  polluting,  completely  overbearing  eyesore  that  will  take  over  the  neighborhood  and  destroy  the  peaceful 
quiet  nature  of  this  haven  for  hundreds  of  families.  We  now  face  the  fact  that  the  new  high  speed  railway  will  be 
zooming  past  our  front  door  24  hours  a  day.  We  live  on  Park  Boulevard,  which  faces  the  tracks  that  run  along 
Alma  Street.  If  this  high-speed  track  is  actually  constructed  according  to  current  plans,  you  will  have  destroyed 
what  took  us  17  years  to  achieve  and  has  been  developed  by  the  dedicated  effort  of  the  rest  of  the  neighborhood  . 

over  many  decades.  Please  do  not  do  this  to  us.  There  are  other  far  superior  options.  A  tunnel  seems  to  be  the!  ^ 

most  logical.  Please  take  into  consideration  the  many  thousands  of  lives  that  will  be  affected  by  a  decision  _ A  ’Tvavvv'-a-a 

made  by  a  few.  We  will  work  with  you  to  come  up  with  a  better  plan,  another  solution,  anything  that  will  save 
our  sanity  and  our  dream. 


4-  I 

pOlcV*- 

b~L- 
~ToV-v 


Hopefully, 


i 


l-sc  30 


Gayle  Black 
1920  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:48  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Train 


From:  Isabel  Black  [mailto:isabelblack@gmaii.com] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  February  25,  2009  10:57  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Train 


Dear  Man  or  Woman,  ^ 

I  think  you  should  make  the  train  go  underground,  because  my  house  is  right  across  from  it.  It  would  be  close!  ^ 

to  my  front  door.  It  would  be  hard  to  play  at  the  park  and  my  window  is  right  next  to  it  so  I  couldn't  sleepTfc5“( 

Also,  my  house  is  very  cute  and  all  of  the  wires  would  make  it  ugly!  I  w  .  .  n  ' 

_Jr  1 

Love, 


Isabel  Black,  age  9 
1920  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


l 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Martha  Blackman 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  Flow  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in'$^  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  Flow  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  ^  ' 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  , 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^*  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  Q  p, 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  v 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  Y?‘0 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  p  »tcx&T'/ 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  *  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Martha  Blackman 

3550  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Charles  Blackwell  [cc_black1@sbcglobal.net] 
Saturday,  January  24,  2009  1:04  PM 
HSR  Comments 

?San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST? 


Dear  Ss  and  Ms  of  the  HSRA  and  the  Government  of  the  State  of  CA: 


In  my  past.  I  have  had  reason  to  do  research,  information  analysis,  planning,  and  most  importantly,  thinking, 
about  the  Enterprise  of  realization  of  a  HSTS.  This  was  in  1  exas  during  the  time  ol  UM 1 A  and  the  Councils  of 
Governments. 


There  are  three  things  of  paramount  importance  that  1  beseech  you  to  always  keep  in  mind  as  you  pursue 
CA's  HSTS: 

1 .  An  HSTS  implies  huge  amounts  of  money.  Huge  amounts  of  money  will  fetch  out  of  any  society,  1  r  - 
veritable  geniuses  of  spin  doctoring,  shell  gaming,  and  misdirection  of  attention  so  as  to  maximize 
parasitism  on  the  Enterprise.  1  have  seen  much  of  this  in  my  career. 

2.  Temperature  variations  and  moisture  variations  can  influence  roadbed  surface  profiles  so  much  in  a 
short  period  of  time  that  deadly  transit  conditions  for  a  IIS  T  transit  can  be  generated.  If  you  are  sericj 
about  the  speeds,  an  automated  laser  theodolite  instrumented  leveling  and  coursing  system  must  be 
included  in  the  HSTS,  and  this  has  grave  cost  increase  implications. 

3.  When  all  is  said  and  done,  time  to  destination  is  most  simply  implied  by  average  speed,  not  by  top  1  , 

speed,  though  the  latter  influences  the  former.  Coming  to  a  complete  stop  every  50  miles,  100  milesl  jyu /v^A,  ^ 
etc.  will  destroy  the  performance  of  the  HST,  ruining  its  potential  lor  short  transit  time  intervals.  Also 

..  ■  11  1  'll 1.  i*.  1 1  TllPI'd  io  Ql  lpCKl. 


ussc4% 


the  R  iA2  losses  during  speed-up  and  slow-down  will  reduce  system  power  efficiency.  There  is  at  lesisj^  «  / 
one  remedy  for  this  problem  which  allows  the  HS  1  to  maintain  it  speed  capability,  but  it  is  a  veiy  |  ^ 

expensive  remedy. 


4. 


If  the  start-stop  configuration  is  chosen  for  the  HSTS,  then  you  will  lind  that  the  stop  time  interval  will 
prove  to  be  a  real  mill  stone  around  the  neck  ol  the  transit  time  goals,  and  that  little  can  be  done  about  itj^ 
other  than  severely  limiting  the  number  ol  stops.  This  is  not  a  politically  comfortable  situation,  eveiy 
mayor  along  the  way  along  with  county  governments,  is  going  to  want  a  station. 

wish  the  Tax  Paying  People  of  California  the  best  of  all  possible  outcomes  in  this  grand  endeavor. 


.At  *2* 
TVl/v^^ 


Charles  C.  Blackwell,  Jr. 
12192  Atrium  Drive 
Saratoga,  CA  95070-3145 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Lissy  Bland  [lissybland@yahoo.com] 
Monday,  March  16,  2009  8:54  AM 
HSR  Comments 

"San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


In  my  previous  email,  I  failed  to  mention  one  additional  concern.  That  is  how  will  you  fmd  the  space  to 
configure  the  high  speed  rail  from  the  Evelyn  to  Mountain  View  Stations?  Right  now  the  light  rail  uses  only  one 
track  from  Whisman  to  Mountain  View  because  the  Mountain  View  mayor  wanted  to  get  the  job  done  and  did 
not  want  to  fight  the  political  battle  to  get  the  land  for  2  tracks.  Consequently,  there  is  only  one  track  from 
Whisman  to  Mountain  View'.  When  the  train  going  north  to  Mountain  View  is  sufficiently  late,  the  train  waiting 
in  Mountain  View  leaves  that  station  which  means  the  train  going  north  must  wait  for  it  to  arrive  at  Whisman. 
When  this  happens  at  around  5:30,  the  majority  of  the  customers  who  are  planning  to  get  off  light  rail  at 
Mountain  View  and  catch  a  baby  bullet  miss  their  baby  bullet  connection.  How  will  the  fact  that  there  is  only 
one  light  rail  track  along  this  part  of  the  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  corridor  affect  the  design? 


tnfrTnJft 
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Lissy  Bland 
235  Wilton  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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2.  How  do  you  intend  to  estimate  the  noise  caused  by  the  trains?  What  noise  level  is  considered  acceptable  in  a__(  v, 

residential  environment?  How  do  you  plan  to  mitigate  the  noise  if  it  is  unacceptable?  How  will  this  monetary  "7  ^  ''  ' 

value  be  used  in  a  cost-benefit  analysis  of  the  project?  \ 


*1 
lifTT^.y 


3.  If  elevated  tracks  are  built,  how  do  you  plan  to  put  a  monetary  value  on  the  degradation  to  our  quality  of  life  I  ’  y 
caused  by  the  noise  of  trains  running  every  three  minutes?  How  will  this  monetary  value  be  used  in  a  cost- 
benefit  analysis  of  the  project? 


_ )  \ 


4.  If  elevated  tracks  are  built,  how  do  you  plan  to  put  a  monetary  value  on  the  reduction  in  property  values  to 
homes  that  will  view  the  tracks  from  their  yards?  How  will  this  monetary  value  be  used  in  a  cost-benefit 
analysis  of  the  project? 
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5.  How  do  you  intend  to  build  this  project  while  keeping  CalTrain  running?  Apparently,  the  recent  upgrade  to_J^  -jf  vj) 

the  California  Avenue  station  was  built  largely  between  the  hours  of  1-5  am,  disturbing  the  sleep  of  residents  ^~j  5  ' 

living  near  that  station  for  months.  In  the  early  part  of  this  decade,  CalTrain  shut  down  operation  every  ^  l 

weekend  to  makes  the  improvements  necessary  to  run  the  baby  bullet  trains.  The  noise,  every  weekend  was  \ 
grinding.  Do  you  plan  to  work  outside  of  normal  construction  hours  that  are  enforced  for  housing  construction?  \  ^ 


6.  How  do  you  plan  to  evaluate  the  reduction  to  the  quality  of  life  to  all  residents  of  the  entire  City  of  Palo  Alto 
caused  by  a  16-foot  wall  dividing  the  city  in  half?  How  do  you  plan  to  deal  with  the  graffiti?  What  will  it  cost  tj 
keep  the  wall  graffiti-free?  Graffiti  is  a  constant  problem  in  the  underpass  that  leads  from  the  Evelyn  Street 
parking  lot  for  light  rail  and  the  Evelyn  Street  Station.  Frequently,  the  gray  paint  that  is  used  to  erase  the  gang 
symbols  painted  in  red  does  not  cover  the  writing.  — 


7.  How  many  trees  and  large  shrubs  will  be  removed  during  the  construction  phase?  How  many  trees  and  large 
shrubs  will  not  be  replaced  in  order  to  create  a  corridor  that  is  wide  enough  for  four  sets  of  tracks?  How  will  the 
loss  of  mature  trees  be  factored  into  the  cost-benefit  analysis  for  the  project?  V&o  - - >v 


8.  Concerning  the  possibility  of  a  station  in  Palo  Alto,  I  do  not  see  how  this  station  provides  a  significant  benefit 
beyond  the  two  stations  we  already  have.  If  passengers  want  to  go  to  Palo  Alto,  they  can  simply  take  CalTrains 
from  San  Jose  or  San  Francisco.  The  money  that  would  have  been  used  to  build  this  station  would  be  better 
spent  on  under  grounding  the  tracks. 
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9.  Concerning  the  possibility  of  a  station  in  Palo  Alto,  how  did  you  get  an  estimate  of  800  required  parking 
spaces?  This  estimate  seems  low  for  a  regional  train  facility  that  would  also  provide  rental  cars. 


2 


1 0.  Concerning  the  possibility  of  a  station  in  Palo  Alto,  how  will  the  increased  traffic  produced  by  this  station  /  ^  . 

be  handled  or  mitigated?  Do  not  forget  to  consider  the  traffic  impacts  of  the  new  Stanford  University  Hospital  ^ 
and  increased  square  footage  at  the  Stanford  Shopping  Center  that  are  currently  in  the  planning  stage.  '  ' 


11.  Apparently  the  280  corridor  was  rejected  because  of  the  difficulty  of  getting  from  280  to  the  San  Francisco 
Airport.  Why  does  the  high  speed  rail  have  to  go  to  the  San  Francisco  Airport?  Travelers  can  already  get  to  the  \ 

Cm,  A  :  - - l-  „  ID  AT)T - C’„1T _ •  _  TlfL.i _ *  /! _  r- ,  1  .  •  .  ...  .  .  \ 


San  Francisco  Airport  on  BART  or  CalTrains.  What  cost/benefit  analysis  went  into  the  decision  to  this 
decision? 


12.  How  do  you  plan  to  build  this  service  while  keeping  CalTrain  operating?  '  c 

-J  ^  ~  K  ^ 
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13.  How  do  you  plan  to  mitigate  the  construction  noise?^ 


14.  Flow  many  houses  and/or  backyards  do  you  plan  to  take  by  eminent  domain?  In  my  neighborhood,  the 
houses  that  back  up  to  railroad  tracks  have  garages  at  the  back  of  the  lots.  If  the  yards  of  these  homes  are  taken, 
the  lot  sizes  be  below  minimum  size  for  Palo  Alto  zoning,  and  there  would  not  be  enough  on-street  parking  to 
compensate  for  the  lost  garages  which  are  requried  by  the  Palo  Alto  building  code.  How  do  you  resolve  this 
issue?  v — - 


ti-A, 
\  | 


I  look  forward  to  reading  your  scoping  report. 


Lissy  Bland 
235  Wilton  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:58  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


From:  Andy  Blumberg  [mailto:andyblumberg@hotmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:56  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 
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To  Whom  It  May  Concern:  — — j 

When  I  first  learned  of  prop  1A  last  year,  I  was  very  excited.  Train  travel  has  had  a  particular  allure  ev^r 
since  the  first  trai,  and  I  have  always  been  a  supporter  of  public  transportation.  Here,  I  thought,  we 
Californians  can  finally  follow  the  example  being  set  in  Europe  and  Asia,  and  establish  an  environmental 
friendly  .  In  fact,  back  in  November  I  was  shocked  that  1A  only  received  52%  of  the  statewide  vote, 
thinking  that  despite  the  cost,  here,  surely,  was  something  everybody  on  the  political  spectrum  could 
embrace. 

Unfortunately,  like  most  voters,  I  had  no  idea  at  the  time  that  the  Caltrain  corridor  had  already  been 
selected  as  the  route  the  high  speed  rail  would  take  on  its  journey  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco. 

Furthermore,  according  to  everything  I  am  currently  hearing  from  CHSRA  representatives,  building  the  rail  dt  u 
below-grade  is  not  feasible;  building  it  15  feet  above  ground  seems  to  be  the  only  financially  viable  option.  ^ 

I  live  on  Mariposa  Avenue  in  the  Southgate  neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto.  It  may  be  difficult  for  anybody  who  \ 
has  not  walked  down  our  tree-lined  street  to  fully  comprehend  the  looming  disaster  that  the  high  speed 
rail,  as  it  is  presently  being  planned,  constitutes.  So  let  me  explain.  Caltrain  already  passes  by  my 
backyard  dozens  of  times  a  day.  Although  my  fence  is  about  nine  feet  tall,  the  rail-bed  is  slightly  elevated 
and  the  trains  are  tall,  which  means  that  for  a  brief  flicker  every  time  a  train  goes  by  I  see  commuters 
sitting  on  the  second  level  of  the  train.  Though  my  family's  home  is  in  this  sense  already  somewhat 
exposed,  we  have  learned  to  overlook  the  train  due  to  the  beauty  of  the  neighborhood,  the  charm  of  the 
house,  and  the  excellence  of  nearby  Palo  Alto  High  School,  which  my  daughter  Antonia  attended  for  four^_ 
years.  But  please  try  to  imagine  what  my  family's  situation  will  be  if  the  high  speed  rail  is  constructed  as 
it  is  currently  planned.  The  rails  will  be  15  to  20  feet  above  ground;  the  train  itself  will  presumably  be 
another  10  to  15  feet  tall.  Taken  as  a  sum,  I  therefore  do  not  think  it  hyperbolic  to  characterize  the  entire 
thing  as  a  zooming,  towering  wall  of  steel  and  concrete  that  would  cast  a  massive  shadow  over  my  entire.^ 
home  and  yard,  especially  in  the  mornings.  All  of  this,  of  course,  will  be  a  moot  point  if  our  beloved  home 
is  not  simply  stripped  from  us  with  the  power  of  eminent  domain,  a  real  possibility.  Or  perhaps  the 
CHSRA  will  choose  a  more  expedient  option,  amputating  our  entire  backyard  from  the  rest  of  our  home 
because  of  the  space  the  rail  will  require. 

As  you  can  probably  tell,  I  am  very  upset  with  everything  I  know  about  CHSRA's  current  plan  to  build 
above-grade  through  the  Caltrain  corridor.  In  Palo  Alto  alone  the  plan  stands  to  uproot  hundreds  of 
people  from  their  beloved  homes,  or  at  least  to  open  up  an  immense  rift  in  the  community  and  cast  |#l\_ 
dozens  of  homes  into  an  endless  night  of  torment  and  despair. 


No 
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Sincerely, 


Andrew  Jay  Blumberg 


Rediscover  Hotmail®:  Get  e-mail  storage  that  grows  with  you.  Check  it  out. 
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rvris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:57  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Andy  Blumberg  [mailto:andyblumberg@hotmail.com] 
Sent:  Tuesday,  April  07,  2009  12:20  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
To  Whom  it  may  concern, 


I  feel  misled  by  the  HSR  commission.  I  initially  voted  for  prop  1A.  I  have  traveled  on  high  speed  rail  in  Pf V J?- 
Europe  and  have  always  thought  this  transportation  system  a  great  idea  for  California.  However,  if  I  hScLpfc^ 
known  in  advance  that  the  plan  was  for  a  massive  wall  and  train  cutting  through  miles  of  residential  — r-j 
communities  continuously  throughout  the  day  I  wouldn't  have  voted  for  this  proposition.  In  fact,  I  believe  $p\ 
that  the  very  important  detail  of  using  the  Cal  Train  corridor  -  a  plan  that  was  already  in  place,  was  w ) 

intentionally  kept  from  the  voting  public  because  the  HSR  commission  knew  that  it  never  would  have  t , 
passed  if  the  people  living  in  the  Bay  Area  Peninsula  were  aware  that  this  was  indeed  the  pla  n. 


I  believe  that  this  plan  is  reckless.  It  will  negatively  alter  the  aesthetic  of  numerous  communities  on  the U  \ 
corridor.  I  strongly  feel  that  another  plan  should  be  implemented.  _ 

One  last  comment.  I  live  on  Mariposa  Avenue  in  the  Southgate  community  of  Palo  Alto.  Although  I  anrf^ 
being  told  that  all  comments  and  ideas  are  going  to  be  considered,  I  get  the  sense,  after  attending  jfU  ^ 

scoping  meetings  and  city  council  meetings,  as  well  as  from  current  newspaper  articles,  that  the  HSR 
commission  is  going  full  force  ahead  with  THEIR  plan  no  matter  what,  and  is  simply  pretending  to  listen  -  ^ 
after  all,  it  is  the  PC  thing  to  do.  I  have  also  been  told  by  one  of  the  engineers  at  the  scoping  meeting  in 
January  that  going  underground  is  highly  unrealistic.  With  the  alliance  of  HSR  and  Cal  Train  I  suppose  that 
I  am  to  assume  that  my  house  will  now  be  taken  by  eminent  domain.  __ 

High  speed  rail  is  an  excellent  form  of  transportation.  However,  there  must  be  a  better  route  than  slicing 
through  main  street  and  ruining  thousands  of  people's  lives.  I  urge  and  plead  with  you  to  reconsider  the 
current  plan  to  use  the  Cal  Train  corridor.  If  you  must,  then  it  MUST  go  underground.  «. _ 

Sincerely,  ^ 

Andy  Blumberg 


Windows  Live™:  Keep  your  life  in  sync.  Check  it  out. 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


paul  boehm  [paulboehm25@yahoo.com] 
Thursday,  January  22,  2009  7:19  PM 
assemblymember.beall@assembly.ca.gov 
HSR  Comments 
Thank  you  for  the  invitation 


Honorable  Assembly-member  Beall: 

Thank  you  for  the  invitation  to  join  the  public  scoping  meeting  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Project.  I  will  be  flying 
to  LA,  so  I  will  not  be  able  to  attend. 

1  believe  the  rail  line  is  a  tremendous  opportunity,  and  fully  support  it.  I  support  the  proposed  stations  in  SF, 
Milbrae,  San  Jose.  It  seems  to  me  that  Redwood  City  would  be  more  advantageous  than  Palo  Alto  for  the 
station  because  it  is  closer  to  being  halfway  between  Milbrae  and  San  Jose,  but  I  would  consider  Palo  Alto's 
arguments  on  this  matter. 

If  I  can  be  of  support  in  the  future  in  this  project,  please  don’t  hesitate  to  contact  me. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Paul  Boehm 
467  Pamlar  Ave. 

San  Jose,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:52  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Many  citizens  of  Palo  alto  do  support  the  HSR  project! 


From:  Andrew  Bogan  [mailto:aabogan@alumni.princeton.edu] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  19,  2009  4:37  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Many  citizens  of  Palo  alto  do  support  the  HSR  project! 


The  Southgate  community  meeting  in  Palo  Alto  on  High  Speed  Rail  earlier  this  week  was  dominated  by  a  vocal,  but  poorly  informed,  minority  of  Palo  Allans 
who  oppose  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  project  largely  out  of  selfish  fears  that  their  property  values  might  be  negatively  impacted  by  the  slight  expansion 
of  the  existing  Caltrain  rail  corridor  in  their  backyards.  Nobody  mentioned  that  Prop  1 A  won  by  a  625,000  vote  margin  state- wide  and  that  our  fellow 
Peninsula  voters  showed  some  of  the  strongest  support  for  the  measure  back  in  November.  In  reality,  our  community  is  already  divided  in  half  by  the  Caltrain 
tracks,  which  are  unattractive  and  home  to  one  of  the  slowest,  dirtiest  (diesel-burning),  outdated  commuter  trains  in  America.  The  opportunity  to  significantly 
improve  this  rail  right  of  way  in  the  context  of  developing  I-Iigh  Speed  Rail  should  be  enthusiastically  embraced  by  our  City.  Not  only  will  the  arrival  of  high 
speed  rail  bring  new  transit  opportunities  and  vastly  reduced  travel  times,  we  will  also  benefit  from  a  modernized  and  more  efficient  electrified  Caltrain  on  the 
new  tracks.  Palo  Alto  should  be  aggressively  pursuing  a  HSR  station  to  be  located  in  our  City,  which  would  bring  huge  benefits  and  make  it  incredibly  fast 
and  easy  for  all  of  us  to  get  to  San  Francisco,  San  Jose,  or  even  Los  Angeles.  Which  future  is  better  for  Palo  Alto:  being  a  center  of  NIMBYism  and 
parochialism  or  being  a  vibrant  community  with  world  leading  businesses,  a  top  university,  and  a  hub  for  efficient  transportation?  Redwood  City  is 
aggressively  lobbying  for  the  mid-Peninsula  HSR  station  because  their  city's  leadership  understands  the  extraordinary  economic  benefits  of  having  an  HSR 
station  and  the  opportunity  it  would  create  to  elevate  Redwood  City  to  being  the  Peninsula's  de  facto  center  for  business  and  culture.  It  would  be  truly  foolish 
for  Palo  Alto  to  willingly  pass  the  mantle  of  being  the  Peninsula's  leading  city  to  Redwood  City.  Having  lived  previously  in  two  countries  with  high  speed  rail 
networks  (Japan  and  Korea),  1  feel  Hie  need  to  emphasize  how  favorable  of  a  transit  alternative  HSR  really  is.  In  Japan,  for  example,  it  is  nol  uncommon  to 
ride  the  shinkansen  (bullet  train)  from  Tokyo  to  Kyoto  or  Osaka  for  an  afternoon  business  meeting  or  an  evening  dinner  engagement  and  come  home  the  same 
day.  You  can  even  board  the  morning  train  in  downtown  Tokyo  and  go  skiing  in  the  Japan  Alps,  with  the  train  to  gondola  transfer  inside  the  station  in  Niigata. 
In  South  Korea,  the  completion  of  the  KTX  high  speed  train  not  only  made  travel  from  Seoul  to  Pusan  take  about  half  as  long  as  it  previously  did,  it  also 
transformed  Daejeon,  a  university  town  90  miles  south  of  Seoul,  from  an  often-forgotten  location  into  a  major  center  for  business  and  academia  and  a  viable 
community  from  which  to  commute  into  downtown  Seoul.  Contrary  to  some  of  the  absurd  statements  made  on  Tuesday  night  that  implied  there  was  little  to 
no  local  support  for  the  HSR,  many  Palo  Altans  are  strongly  in  favor  of  the  project  1,  too,  live  just  a  few  blocks  from  the  Caltrain  tracks  in  Palo  Alto  with  my 

wife  and  daughter  and  we  strongly  support  the  HSR  and  hope  our  City  lobbies  hard  for  an  HSR  station  in  Palo  .Alto.  Would  we  prefer  an  underground  _ _  i 

solution?  Sure,  but  if  that  were  to  prove  to  be  prohibitively  expensive  (which  seems  likely),  we  still  favor  an  above  ground  grade-separation  solution  if  that  is  \ 
the  only  viable  option  for  bringing  High  Speed  Rail  to  Palo  Alto.  M 


Andrew  A.  Bogan,  Ph.D. 
435  Sheridan  Avenue  102 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:50  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  Palo  Alto  is  the  best  choice  for  a  mid-Peninsula  HSR  station 


From:  Andrew  Bogan  [mailto:aabogan@alumni.princeton.edu] 

Sent:  Sunday,  February  22,  2009  8:22  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments;  city.council@cityofpaloalto.org;  planning.commission@cityofpaloalto.org 
Cc:  Marc  Cohen 

Subject:  Palo  Alto  is  the  best  choice  for  a  mid-Peninsula  HSR  station 
Dear  Palo  Alto  City  Council  and  Planning  Commission: 

The  most  vocal  citizens  at  meetings  on  the  subject  of  California  High  Speed  Rail  in  recent  weeks  have  been  a 
small  minority  of  NIMBY-inspired  reactionaries  trying  to  argue  for  an  alternative  alignment  or  a  San  Jose 
termination  of  the  HSR  long  after  those  decisions  were  made.  I  wanted  to  voice  the  widespread  support  for 
HSR  that  many  fellow  citizens  share  (Peninsula  voters  strongly  favored  Prop  1  A),  and  to  request  that  several 
important  reasons  to  locate  the  mid-Peninsula  station  here  in  Palo  Alto  be  considered  in  the  review  process  and 
planning: 


Palo  Alto  Station  is  the  second  highest  ridership  station  on  Caltrain  after  the  San  Francisco  terminus  and 
ahead  of  San  Jose  Diridon  (Caltrain  2008  Ridership  Survey).  Redwood  City  is  6th.  while  Palo  Alto's 
second  station,  California  Avenue,  has  risen  to  12th  despite  not  offering  the  popular  Baby  Bullet  service. 

Clearly.  San  Francisco  and  Palo  Alto  are  the  two  most  important  locations  for  HSR  stations  in  the  Bay 
Area  based  on  rail  ridership.  /  San  Jose  desires  a  station  and  their  population  size  mandates  it/Millbrae  7 
is  a  SFO  connection  that  is  needed  for  multi-modal  transit  connections.  There  is  little  logic  for  a  station 

in  Redwood  City  (though  I  applaud  their  city  government  for  its  bold  efforts  to  locate  a  station  there). _ _ / 

Palo  Alto  is  home  to  the  region's  premier  university,  Stanford,  and  therefore  an  important  destination  in 
its  own  right  for  many  students,  academics,  researchers,  and  technology  experts  from  across  the  State 
and  around  the  world. 

Palo  Alto  is  more  equidistant  between  Millbrae  and  San  Jose  Diridon  than  is  Redwood  City,  making  it  a 
more  logical  location  from  which  to  attract  HSR  passengers  from  the  Peninsula's  major  cities  (such  as 
neighboring  Mountain  View,  which  has  more  Caltrain  ridership  than  does  San  Jose). 

Palo  Alto  and  neighboring  Menlo  Park  combine  to  be  one  of  the  most  prominent  financial  centers  on  the 
West  Coast  with  the  lion's  share  of  venture  capital  firms  that  make  private  equity  investments  in 
California's  growing  businesses  as  well  as  in  businesses  across  the  country  and  throughout  the  world.  A 
Palo  Alto  station  would  not  only  give  Silicon  Valley  and  San  Francisco  based  entrepreneurs  better 
access  to  their  investors,  but  would  also  connect  America's  premier  venture  capital  center  to  the  world 
with  a  high  speed  link  to  the  airport  at  Millbrae/SFO. 

Palo  Alto  is  a  major  center  for  technology  and  biotechnology  entrepreneurship  and  for  established 
technology  businesses.  Hewlett  Packard,  Google,  and  Facebook  (to  mention  just  a  few  well  known  locaj 
companies)  were  all  started  in  Palo  Alto.  HP  and  Facebook  are  still  headquartered  here  and  Google  is 
now  a  couple  miles  south  in  Mountain  View.  While  many  of  America's  most  innovative  businesses  are 
sprawled  all  along  the  Peninsula  and  throughout  Silicon  Valley,  one  of  the  few'  concentrated  centers, 
besides  SF,  that  is  near  the  rail  right  of  way  is  here  in  Palo  Alto. 
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Despite  a  few  vocal  "Not  in  My  Back  Yard"  complainers,  Palo  Altans  in  general  have  a  proven  record  of  / 
high  utilization  of  alternative  transit  with  a  strong  pedestrian  and  cycling  culture  interwoven  with  a  rail  1  .. 

commuter  culture.  Palo  Alto  is  again  #2  after  SF  in  the  number  of  bicycles  taken  onto  Caltrain.  \lp 

It  would  be  a  great  benefit  to  our  community  for  us  to  be  able  to  board  a  bullet  train  and  be 
in  downtown  San  Francisco  or  San  Jose  in  minutes.  Similarly  a  <3  hour  trip  to  LA  is  quite 
appealing.  Perhaps  most  importantly  for  our  fellow  frequent  travelers,  of  which  there  are 
many  here  in  Palo  Alto,  would  be  the  <10  minutes  it  would  take  to  get  to  the  SFO  Station  in 
Millbrae.  Including  a  few  more  minutes  to  transfer  onto  BART  for  one  stop  into  the  airport 
terminal,  Palo  Alto  residents  could  be  checking  in  at  SFO  in  less  than  1 5  minutes,  instead  of  * 
sitting  in  traffic  on  101. 


S  yS-H’r*  f 


Clearly  Palo  Alto  is  ideally  situated  and  suited  for  the  mid-Peninsula  HSR  Station.  Many  thanks  for 
considering  these  points  in  your  ongoing  analysis.  I  have  previously  lived  in  two  countries  with  nationwide 
high  speed  rail  networks  (Japan  and  Korea)  and  therefore  I  appreciate  the  great  benefits  brought  by  HSR,  I 
especially  to  those  communities  that  have  stations!  \  i  -*/■  - 

Sincerely, 


Andrew  A.  Bogan,  Ph.D. 
435  Sheridan  Avenue  102 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:46  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Palo  Alto  High  Speed  Rail  Station 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Andrew  Bogan  [mailto:aabogan@alumni.princeton.edu] 
Sent:  Friday,  February  27,  2009  11:03  AM 
To :  city . council@cityof paloalto . org 
Cc:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Palo  Alto  High  Speed  Rail  Station 


Dear  Palo  Alto  City  Council: 


Joining  the  Atherton/Menlo  Park  NIMBY  lawsuit  against  the  Pacheco  Pass  High  Speed  Rail  route, 
as  advocated  by  our  Vice  Mayor  in  an  odd  outburst  at  the  February  26  CAHSRA  Scoping  Session, 
would  be  a  major  tactical  error  in  our  shared  goal  of  getting  the  best  possible  HSR  train 
built  for  California  with  the  least  possible  negative  impact  on  our  community. 


.  WW  A^° 


Palo  Alto  should  be  strongly  advocating  for  the  mid-Peninsula  HSR  Station,  which  our  < 
neighbors  up  in  Redwood  City  are  outspokenly  supporting  for  their  town.  Studies  of  the  / 
Japanese  and  European  high  speed  train  networks  have  shown  that  property  values  rise  in  [ 
cities  with  new  high  speed  rail  stations  nearby.  The  economic  benefits  of  a  Palo  Alto  Station 
would  be  very  large  and  a  huge  help  in  securing  adequate  funds  for  the  significant  additional 
costs  of  tunneling  (typically  3-5  times  the  cost  of  above  ground  rail).  /  ) 


//  4^ 


By  far  our  best  hope  of  getting  the  HSR  put  underground  in  a  tunnel  (which  would  solve  most 
residents'  concerns  about  noise  and  visual  blight)  is  for  our  community  to  be  seen  as  a 
reliable  partner  in  developing  the  CAHSR,  which  eagerly  wants  a  station  in  our  community. 
Joining  the  lawsuit  would  almost  certainly  give  the  mid-Peninsula  station  to  Redwood  City-* 
yet  still  is  not  likely  to  succeed  in  preventing  the  HSR  from  being  built  in  light  of  the 
strong  political  support  it  has  in  Sacramento  and  Washington  DC.  It  would  be  a  tragedy  for 
Palo  Alto  to  essentially  give  up  its  voice  in  constructive  criticism  of  the  HSR  project  and 
end  up  being  perceived  as  another  obstructionist  NIMBY  opponent  of  High  Speed  Rail. 


•±L\ 


Our  City  Council  should  have  a  simple  message  to  the  CAHSRA: 


1.  We  want  the  Station. 

2.  We  want  a  Tunnel.  I  ,  U*  a  h  if 

3.  We  are  willing  to  help  pay  for  it.  I  >*•  u 

- \  &  i.  T*r\ 

The  most  likely  long  term  outcome  of  the  "just  sue  them"  approach  is:  no  station,  no  tunnel^ 
and  an  elevated  train  cutting  Palo  Alto  in  half.  Basically,  all  the  costs  and  none  of  the 
benefits  for  Palo  Altans.  _ 


^8 


$11 


Sincerely, 


Andrew  A.  Bogan,  Ph.D. 
435  Sheridan  Avenue  102 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:46  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  SF  to  San  Jose  HSR  Comment  on  Tunnels  under  Palo  Alto 


From:  Andrew  Bogan  [mailto:aabogan@alumni.princeton.edu] 
Sent:  Friday,  February  27,  2009  12:53  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  SF  to  San  Jose  HSR  Comment  on  Tunnels  under  Palo  Alto 


Please  include  ’’tunnel  boom"  analysis  in  yourEIR. 


Tunnels  under  Palo  Alto  and  possibly  under  part  of  Mountain  View.  Menlo  Park,  and  Atherton  (where  both 
sides  of  the  Caltrain  right  of  way  are  lined  with  residences)  should  be  carefully  studied  in  the  EIR  on  HSR  for  /  0 

the  Peninsula.  Obvious  benefits  include  the  noise  reduction/elimination,  no  need  for  unsightly  elevated  tracks 
separating  and  residential  communities,  and  the  improved  feasibility  of  keeping  the  tracks  as  straight  as  possible'll 
underground.  ( _ j 


However,  one  issue  that  was  not  mentioned  at  the  scoping  meeting  in  Palo  Alto  is  "tunnel  boom".  HSR  trains  ai-n£fer  \ 
high  speeds  create  a  very  loud  "tunnel  boom"  when  emerging  from  a  tunnel  back  to  ground  level.  This  boom  is  | 
far  louder,  more  sudden,  and  more  disruptive  than  ambient  train  noise  above  grade.  This  means  the  design  and 
location  of  any  tunnel  exits  on  the  route  will  be  of  critical  importance  in  mitigating  the  overall  environmental 
impact.  Please  include  "tunnel  boom"  analysis  in  your  EIR. 


VI 


It  may  be  worthwhile  to  study  the  Kyushu  Shinkansen  route  (Japan's  newest)  which  is  70%  underground  in 
tunnels  to  better  understand  their  approach  and  success  with  tunnels  as  well  as  to  learn  any  techniques  they  have 
used  to  mitigate  "tunnel  boom".  ^ ^ 


Thank  you. 


<qr\ 


I ejt\  '!'■ 


Andrew  A.  Bogan,  PhD 
435  Sheridan  Avenue  102 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Andrew  Bogan  [andrew@boganassociates.com] 

Friday,  March  06,  2009  6:12  PM 
Spaethling,  Dominic 

skyle@HNTB.com;  tcobb@HNTB.com;  jlitzinger@hntb.com;  HSR  Comments 
Re:  Getting  involved  in  support  of  CAHSR  in  Palo  Alto 
Monteosso,  Italy  elevated  HSR.  JPG 


Dominic, 


It  was  good  to  see  you  again  at  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  meeting  on  Monday  night.  Thank  you  for  taking  the 
time  to  come  and  for  slaying  through  the  marathon  session.  Thanks,  also,  for  sharing  Sharon  Kyle's  contact 
information,  I  would  be  happy  to  help  her  with  outreach  in  Palo  Alto  and  around  the  Bay  Area  any  way  I  can. 
As  you  saw  on  Monday  evening,  I  am  quite  willing  to  speak  in  favor  of  HSR  on  the  record  and  my  remarks  to 
the  Council  were  quoted  in  the  local  press: 

http://www.PaloAltoOnline.com/news/show  storv.php?id=l  1422 


I  have  also  posted  many  times  in  the  comments  following  that  article  and  a  few  others  online  over  the  past 
week.  In  every  case,  my  goal  has  been  to  communicate  the  facts  about  the  project,  an  approach  that  has 
definitely  generated  some  anger  and  frustration  among  the  NIMBY  opponents  of  HSR.  I  have  also  posted  some 
comments  on  Robert  Cruickshank's  California  HSR  blog  in  the  past  few  days  to  help  other  proponents  of  HSR 
understand  the  situation  here  in  Palo  Alto.  In  addition,  I  exchanged  emails  with  Clem  Tillier  (I  discovered 
Clem  graduated  from  Princeton  two  years  before  me)  who  runs  a  great  blog  on  Caltrain-HSR  compatibility. 

On  Tuesday  I  did  an  hour  long  video-taped  interview  with  Brittany  Maling  in  Stanford's  Journalism  Masters 
program,  since  she  was  having  difficulty  getting  HSR  supporters  to  speak  on  the  record  for  her  coverage  of  Palo 
Alto's  response  to  HSR  (which  may  indicate  how  much  intimidation  success  the  NIMBYs  are  having  in  the 
area).  If  Sharon  has  other  suggestions  of  how  to  help  with  HSR  outreach  in  the  future,  please  let  me  know. 


A  few  themes  from  my  own  foray  into  speaking  with  many  local  HSR  opponents  (most  of  whom  literally  have 
Caltrain  in  their  back  yards)  that  might  be  helpful  in  planning  a  strategy  to  counter  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  and 
Atherton  NIMBYism  were:  •' 


1.  People  are  really  worried  about  elevated  tracks.  Ensure  tunneling  is  properly  studied  in  the  EIR  with  all  the 
costs  and  '"benefits*  and  communicate  more  clearly  that  no  alignment  would  be  elevated  the  length  of  the 
Peninsula  or  even  the  entire  length  of  Palo  Alto,  should  tunneling  not  be  chosen.  All  the  talk  about  a  "Berlin  __ 
Wall"  is  ignorant,  but  it  resonates  and  spreads  fear  and  fuels  opposition.  For  any  material  showing  renderings 
of  sections  of  the  tracks  that  might  be  elevated,  please  make  sure  to  include  attractive  landscaping!  Even  walls' 
which  could  be  necessary  in  places,  look  OK  with  ivy  growing  up  them— show  them  that  way.  Similarly,  show 
chain-link  fences  with  morning  glories,  jasmine,  or  trumpet  vines  covering  them,  as  they  quickly  would  in  this 
climate.  This  level  of  detail  may  sound  silly  to  scientists  and  engineers  like  ourselves,  but  it  makes  a  huge 
difference  to  communicate  with  pictures  that  elevated  train  tracks  are  not  required  to  be  hideous  (see  attached 
photo  of  elevated  HSR  in  Italy). 
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2.  People  are  worried  about  noise  and  nobody  is  addressing  those  concerns.  I  know  that  steel  wheels  of 
lightweight  HSR  trains  on  welded  steel  rails  supported  by  concrete  are  MUCH  quieter  than  Caltrain's  double 
decker  diesel  trains  on  ancient  tracks  going  clicky-klack.  Most  people  do  not  know  this.  It  is  very  important  to 
include  accurate  sound  measurements  of  the  existing  Caltrain  (and  its  whistle)  at  various  distances  from  the 
tracks  accelerating,  braking,  and  at  its  79  mph  max  speed.  The  same  needs  to  be  done  and  clearly 
communicated  for  HSR  trains  at  125  mph  (please  also  remind  people  this  is  about  half  speed).  Not  just  the 
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noise  from  one  HSR  train,  but  different  train  sets  from  every  major  HSR  network  at  least  including  Japan,  ~ 
France,  Spain,  and  Taiwan  should  be  measured  and  the  results  published.  People  need  to  have  confidence  that 
the  final  selection  criteria  for  HSR  train  set  suppliers  to  California  will  have  strict  noise  minimization  criteria. 

3.  CAHSRA  has  not  been  clear  enough  with  Peninsula  residents  as  to  why  the  Caltrain  corridor  was  selected 

in  the  first  place.  For  those  of  us  who  are  familiar  with  infrastructure  projects,  the  absurdity  of  trying  to 
squeeze  HSR  on  top  of  101  going  over  the  freeway  overpasses  and  constructing  it  all  in  the  middle  of  a  massive 
freeway  prone  to  earthquakes  with  inadequate  additional  right  of  way  is  clear.  Most  people,  however,  think  it 
sounds  perfectly  reasonable  since  "engineers  can  do  anything"  and  need  to  be  told  many  times  that  these 
alternatives  were  studied  and  ruled  out  for  rational  and  specific  reasons  of  engineering  feasibility’,  existing 
accessible  right  of  way,  environmental  impact,  and  future  ridership  projections  based  on  accessible  population 
densities.  Similarly,  the  Altamont  question  would  be  better  addressed  by  saying  it  may  be  an  *additional* 
future  alignment  to  extend  the  system  into  Oakland  someday  (which  CAHSRA  official  maps  already  indicate) 
but  that  it  is  not  the  preferred  alignment  on  the  Peninsula,  since  it  would  bypass  San  Jose,  which  is  a  larger  city 
than  SF  and  make  the  desirable  SFO  connection  to  HSR  at  Millbrae  much  more  challenging.  Prop  1A 
specifically  approved  a  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  connection  that  is  law.  The  best  alignment  for  that 
connection  is  obviously  the  Caltrain  corridor,  but  it  needs  to  be  communicated  more  clearly  to  Peninsula  u- 
residents.  * 

4.  Most  of  the  NIMBY  rhetoric  compares  the  status  quo  to  a  scary  future  of  grade  separated,  elevated  HSR 
and  Caltrain  tracks.  The  CAHSRA  (and  Caltrain  for  that  matter)  needs  to  communicate  that  the  future  is  either 
grade  separated  Caltrain  (paid  for  locally)  or  grade  separated  Caltrain  with  HSR  (paid  for  largely  by  State  and 
federal  ftinds).  There  is  no  true  "No  Build"  option  on  the  Peninsula,  just  a  "Build  anyway,  but  with  slow  trains]' 
option.  Caltrain  is  already  stuffed  at  commute  hours  and  they  already  plan  electrification  and  further  grade  ' 
separation  of  crossings  (many  of  which  have  already  been  done  incrementally  over  the  years-like  all  of  San 
Carlos  and  Belmont  and  some  of  Palo  Alto's  major  crossings).  If  people  believe  it's  no  change  versus  years  of 
disruptive  construction  of  HSR,  they  will  be  opposed.  If  they  leam  the  truth  that  Caltrain  is  likely  to  do  most  of 
this  construction  over  the  next  several  decades  anyway,  they  will  see  the  massive  benefit  of  getting  it  all  done  at 
once  and  including  a  HSR  train  with  a  mid-Peninsula  station  (hopefully  in  Palo  Alto!). 


>V. 
^ : 


5.  People  are  worried  about  impacts  on  their  property  values.  The  sooner  property  at  risk  of  eminent  domain  t  L, 
is  clearly  identified  for  each  alignment  option,  the  better,  since  it  will  almost  certainly  be  less  than  most  ] 

NIMBYs  currently  claim.  Also,  the  many  studies  showing  increased  property  values  (+20%  or  more)  around  ' 

rail  development,  including  specific  studies  on  HSR  in  other  countries,  need  to  be  better  publicized.  CAHSRA  ^ 7  por 
probably  has  many  of  these  already.  Two  that  I  found,  which  are  both  accessible  to  a  layman  are  at:  _ 

"The  Development  Effects  of  Pligh-Speed  Rail  Stations  and  Implications  for  California"  by  Brian  Sands,  IURDj  A  ,  1 
UC  Berkeley,  1993.  \ 

http://www.uctc.net/papers/115.txif  ^ 

"Impacts  of  Rail  Transit  on  Property  Values"  by  Roderick  Diaz.  Booz  Allen  &  Hamilton.  _ J 

http://www.apta.com/research/info/briefmos/documents/diaz.pdf 


6.  Traffic  flow  issues  are  acute  for  towns  that  already  have  peak -hour  traffic  problems.  Credible  studies  of  the 
impacts  on  traffic  flow'  for  each  alignment  will  help  greatly  in  alleviating  fears.  While  it  seems  clear  to  me  that 
grade  separations  would  improve  traffic  flow  in  Peninsula  cities,  this  needs  to  be  emphasized.  Has  San  Carlos 
or  Belmont  done  a  study  of  flow  after  they  did  grade  separations?  Also,  if  we  are  fortunate  enough  to  get  a  Palo 
Alto  HSR  Station,  people  are  frightened  of  more  vehicle  traffic  downtown.  We  need  to  remind  people  who  hear 
"800  space,  4  story  HSR  parking  garage"  and  panic  that  we  already  have  two  fairly  new  multi-hundred  space 
parking  garages  walkable  to  the  station  and  the  new  one  being  considered  is  on  El  Camino  Real  where  more 
than  800  cars  already  pass  all  day  long.  Furthermore,  it  would  be  right  across  El  Camino  Real  from  a  lot  more 
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than  800  existing  spaces  at  the  Stanford  Shopping  Center.  In  fact,  a  well-designed  Palo  Alto  HSR  Station  could 
do  wonders  in  integrating  the  two  major  retail  centers  of  our  town,  Stanford  Shopping  Center  and  University 
Ave,  helping  to  bridge  (perhaps  with  a  pedestrian  tunnel)  the  true  barrier  in  our  city— El  Camino  Real.  I  know 
some  members  of  the  Palo  Alto  Planning  and  Transportation  Commission  support  these  ideas.  Commissioner 
Dr.  Arthur  Keller  would  be  a  good  place  to  start. 

Thanks  again  for  all  your  efforts  and  my  apologies  for  the  cold  reception  that  some  of  my  fellow  Palo  Altans 
gave  you  earlier  this  week  and  last,  their  outbursts  did  not  represent  this  fine  town  well  or  accurately.  There  is  a 
lot  of  support  for  HSR  in  this  community,  but  most  supporters  do  not  have  time  to  attend  community  meetings. 

Have  a  good  weekend, 

Andrew 

Andrew  A.  Bogan,  Ph.D. 

Managing  Member 
Bogan  Associates,  LLC 
andrew@boganassociates.com 
415-577-5520  mobile 


- Original  Message  — 

From:  "Spaeth ling,  Dominic"  <Spaethling@pbworld.com> 

To:  andrew@boganassociates.com 

Cc:  skyle@HNTB.com;  tcobb@HNTB.com 

Sent:  Friday,  February  27,  2009  3:47:22  PM 

Subject:  Re:  Getting  involved  in  support  of  CAIISR  in  Palo  Alto 


Andrew, 


Thanks  very  much  for  your  vote  of  confidence.  One  of  the  bests  ways  that  you  can  help  is  to  write  to  a  local 
paper.  1  have  Cc'd  Sharon  Kyle,  our  outreach  coordinator,  to  talk  with  you  about  possible  communications 
opportunities. 

When  things  settle  down,  I  would  like  to  talk  about  your  investment  experience.  It  sounds  very  interesting! 
Thanks  again  for  your  support! 

Dominic 


— -  Original  Message - 

From:  Andrew  Bogan  <andrew@boganassociates.com> 

To:  Spaethling,  Dominic 
Sent:  Fri  Feb  27  12:42:40  2009 

Subject:  Getting  involved  in  support  of  CAHSR  in  Palo  Alto 


Dear  Dominic, 


Many  thanks  again  for  your  willingness  to  come  to  Palo  Alto  and  take  questions  and  comments  from  our 
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community  last  night.  My  apologies  that  so  many  of  my  fellow  residents  were  at  times  disrespectful  and 
unruly.  As  one  of  the  (seemingly  silent)  majority  of  voters  on  the  Peninsula  who  strongly  support  High  Speed 
Rail  from  SF  to  San  Jose  and  onto  LA,  I  wanted  to  reiterate  my  willingness  to  help  build  community  support  for 
the  project  in  any  way  that  you  think  would  be  constructive. 


As  an  investor,  I  manage  the  Bogan  Science  Fund,  LP  and  the  Bogan  Infrastructure  Fund,  LP  both  of  which 
make  global  investments  in  listed  stocks  of  companies  around  the  world  in  science,  technology,  or 
infrastructure.  We  have  made  several  rail  investments  over  the  years,  primarily  in  East  Asia,  so  I  am  familiar 
with  the  costs  and  benefits  of  constructing  and  operating  high  speed  rail  transportation.  I  have  also  previously 
lived  and  worked  in  two  countries  with  high  speed  rail  systems:  Korea  with  its  KTX  and  Japan  with  its 
shinkansen  network,  so  I  appreciate  the  fantastic  benefits  of  travel  by  high  speed  rail. 


4*2 

r- 


I  have  already  shared  my  comments  and  perspective  on  why  Palo  Alto  is  the  ideal  location  for  the  mid- 
Peninsula  HSR  station  with  our  City  Council  and  I  plan  to  attend  Monday's  meeting  at  City  Hall  in  support  of 
those  view's  (I  will  forward  my  comments  to  you  in  a  separate  email).  If  there  are  any  meetings  you  think  I 
should  attend  or  groups  that  might  want  my  help  to  support  HSR  here  on  the  Peninsula,  please  let  me  know. 
Similarly,  if  you  or  any  of  your  colleagues  would  like  the  perspective  of  a  professional  infrastructure  investor  at 
any  point  in  the  process,  I  am  happy  to  help.  (To  clarify,  the  Bogan  Infrastructure  Fund,  LP  invests  in  public 
equity  not  private  equity,  so  there  is  not  likely  to  be  any  role  for  us  as  an  investor  in  CAHSR  at  any  time  in  the 
foreseeable  future,  leaving  me  with  a  more  unbiased  investor's  perspective.) 


4# 


Cheers, 

Andrew 


Andrew  A.  Bogan,  Ph.D. 

Managing  Member 
Bogan  Associates,  LLC 
andrew@boganassociates.com 
415-577-5520 

PS  I  am  a  Palo  Alto  resident  living  3  blocks  from  the  Caltrain  tracks  with  my  wife  and  baby  girl. 


NOTICE:  This  communication  and  any  attachments  ("this  message")  may  contain  confidential  information  for 
the  sole  use  of  the  intended  recipient(s).  Any  unauthorized  use,  disclosure,  viewing,  copying,  alteration, 
dissemination  or  distribution  of,  or  reliance  on  this  message  is  strictly  prohibited.  If  you  have  received  this 
message  in  error,  or  you  are  not  an  authorized  recipient,  please  notify  the  sender  immediately  by  replying 
to  this  message,  delete  this  message  and  all  copies  from  your  e-mail  system  and  destroy  any  printed  copies. 
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Kris  Livingston  _ 

Andrew  Bogan  [aabogan@alumni.princeton.edu] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:53  AM 
HSR  Comments 
Dominic  Spaethling 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  EIR  Scope 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc; 

Subject: 


Dear  CHSRA, 


Please  include  the  following  in  the  scope  of  the  EIR/EIS  for  the  Peninsula  Corridor  (  ( ^fvO 

study  of  track  curvatures,  including  in  the  planned  tunnel  from  4th  and  King  to  SF  "  1  4 

Japanese  trairi  ,  _  r 
»ndor  be 

CuSVeWyk 

H /vnsu 


1.  A 

Transbay  Terminal,  to  ensure  that  curve  radii  do  not  rule  out  the  selection  of 
sets  or  force  significant  redesign  of  existing  trains  sets  should  a  Japanese  vendor 
selected  for  California's  HSR  system.  It  is  critically  important  to  the  long  term  success  df 
this  project  that  all  major  foreign  vendors  of  HSR  trains  be  able  to  participate  on  equal 
terms  in  the  eventual  vendor  selection  process  for  train  sets  and  it  would  be  foolish  to 
allow  arbitrary  track  designs  in  SF  or  elsewhere  to  badly  bias  the  outcome  of  this  open 
process.  Japanese  shinkansen  train  sets  have  the  best  record  of  proven  seismic  safety  and 
they  should  definitely  be  considered  for  California  HSR  (they  were  chosen  in  Taiwan  largely 
for  seismic  safety  reasons).  Also  please  consider  the  unpleasant  screeching  noise  associated 
with  tight  turns  with  regard  to  passenger  comfort. 

2.  A  study  of  seismic  monitoring  and  safety  systems  available  for  all  HSR  trains  from  all 

possible  train  set  vendors,  since  they  will  need  to  operate  near  and  over  active  faults  in  4 
California.  Earthquake  safety  will  be  important  to  the  eventual  success  of  California's  HSR  l  i 

and  the  public  will  want  to  know  that  it  has  been  properly  addressed.  It  is  critically 

important  that  no  design  decisions  (track  spacing,  curvature,  etc.)  be  allowed  to  restrict  /  ' 

the  possible  selection  of  Japanese  rolling  stock  with  its  proven  record  of  safety  during  JrZfafaftto' 
earthquakes.  On  October  23,  2004,  a  Joetsu  shinkansen  train  was  derailed,  for  the  first  tijne 


in  40  years,  by  a  major  earthquake  without  a  single  passenger  fatality: 


http ://www . asahi . com/english/nation/TKY20041026O129 . html 


Thank  you. 


Andrew  A.  Bogan,  Ph.D. 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Sinead  Borgersen  [Sinead.Borgersen@webex.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  8:31  AM 
HSR  Comments 
re  high  speed  Train 


So  yes  please  -  bring  on  the  high  speed  train  and  thank  you  for  your  attention 
Kindest  Regards 


I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  the  high  speed  train  from  Sacramento  to  LA  and  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose.  I  think  its  an 
excellent  project  to  stimulate  the  California  economy  as  well  as  give  us  the  much  needed  transportation.  In  doing  so  we 
reduce  our  carbon  footprint  as  well  as  make  California  an  easier  state  to  commute  around.  The  fact  we  don't  have  one  is  a 
sad  testament  to  how  America  and  the  states  have  lagged  behind  their  counterparts  around  the  world. 


Sin§ad 


Cisco 

weoex 


>  ■  j  • ,  1 1 1 , 
CISC  o 


Sinead  C  Borgersen  WebEx  Communications,  Inc. 

3979  Freedom  Circle 

Corporate  Sales  Santa  Clara  CA  95054 

USA 

Sinead.  Borgersen@Webex.com  www.webex.com 

Phone:  408-566-5549  Mobile:  408-679-3808 
Fax:  408.496.4306 


s&r 


hink  before  you  print. 


This  e-mail  may  contain  confidential  and  privileged  material  for  the  sole  use  of  the  intended 
recipient  Any  review,  use,  distribution  or  disclosure  by  others  is  strictly  prohibited.  If  you  are  not 
the  intended  recipient  (or  authorized  to  receive  for  the  recipient),  please  contact  the  sender  by 
reply  e-mail  and  delete  all  copies  of  this  message. 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitiqation 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  / 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27^Sap  Francisco  County  (^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Nama  (p'“sa  prin,):  -M4r(U-  1J001g/_ _  _ _  C„:  c'SaO  C7t?jTg-  SMe:  C4zip:  ^5 /j  5 

Title  (if  applicable):  CA  *  ^ 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Addfess 


■'U3IIIDM  v11  app'iuiuie;. 


Phone: 

E-mail: 


Fax: 


I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  cleariy. 


-L-f  //  my  7^  CA  fol/  frofe-c. 

k/tl(  IrHie.  -  -fv  -  AO  g-ff&cf  tiffin 

/yvjrsff/ert  4 dt/  w/ofi/*.  'ha Affair.  3+ ,4 

/ ay) for h*  he  j  h rnettfvrej  /n 

'ho  4.ll*yAS  hn  e_  -  P/#^  op  rjtf/il/e. 

Sp&c/es  , 

Jtfc&S  7 

ahpiA'h  -fhv&s  p?  Phiz>  /Orofeuep 

~  ~/  -  4  \Jh\ 


in 


y~r^/ 

IA  ^ 


7/ 


C/^hPn’3(^ 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


J-SCHS 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental 'mpact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives  mlation 

Anthnri^  /ratnd  e™'ronmental  s“bject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

TsV, 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 
Address  cl  S  Cr _ 


_  City:  6. _ 

_  Phone:  *+0?  ■ i,  i  °>  • o(b 

E-mail:  1 1  ^  L/V-.  D 


State:  Cfl  Zip:  3$/  ?  3 


r- 


Fax:  90%.  M  '1*1  2,, 
Oryyy, _ 


Yes’ 1  would  llke  10  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


h<  ^  r<  Ar  .s 
C  v'4-^  d  C  -A/xe 

Sec  c yfC  , 


/  C  c^\  r\  CQCCic&l  nl 
(  A  f*. 

f'V-  i  [  CjyfS  ^0 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process, 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


t>C 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Karen  Brannon  [kbrannon@aImaden.ibm.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  2:33  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Following  are  my  comments  concerning  the 
route  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  from 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose.  _ ^ 


Please  consider  all  options  for  the  route  of  the  high-speed 
train  through  the  Bay  Area  Penisula.  Options  for  various 
sections  of  the  route  include: 

*  Caltrain  Corridor 

*  101  Freeway 

*  280  Freeway 

*  El  Camino  Real  for  sections 
to  avoid  residential  neighborhoods 


I  am  strongly  opposed  to  any  above  ground  route  for 
the  high-speed  rail  through  residential  neighborhoods 
of  Mountain  View,  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  Atherton. 
The  negative  environmental  impact  on  these  neighborhood 
in  particular  and  on  the  entire  cities  involved  is  considerable 
not  justifable.  If  the  high-speed  rail  route  must  run  through 
neighborhoods,  it  must  be  built  underground. 


d 


and 


Tunneling  technology  is  more  advanced  and  cheaper  than 

in  the  past.  China  is  in  the  process  of  building  subways  beneath  cities. _ 

we  can  do  that  as  well.  Please  see  the  following  article  from 
the  New  York  Times. 

http://www.nvtimcs.com/2009/03/27/busincss/worldbusincss/27transit.html 


<J 


Karen  W.  Brannon 


K.  W.  Brannon 
193  Ely  PI 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
650-856-6698 

email:  kbrannon@almaden.ibm.com 


X-5C  H7 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:53  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Scoping  Period  Comment 


^ V 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Scott  Brenneman  [mailto:sbrenneman@jps.net] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  February  18,  2009  11:18  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  Scoping  Period  Comment 

Hello, 

I'd  like  to  enter  the  following  comments  concerning  the  HSR  project,  specifically  about  the  1 
San  Dose  to  San  Francisco  section.  I  live  in  Palo  Alto,  have  been  a  frequent  Caltrain  rider 
in  the  past,  am  a  supporter  of  mass  transit,  and  voted  in  favor  of  Measure  1A.  I  also  live  a  \ 
^y^ciouple  of  blocks  from  the  Caltrain  right-of-way. 

[  (Given  the  population  density  on  the  Peninsula,  esp.  around  the  Caltrain  tracks,  runniri. 

HSR  via  this  route  seems  like  a  tall  order,  i.e.  very  expensive  and  disruptive.  Many 
-and  businesses  will  be  adversely  affected,  and  some  destroyed,  if  an  above-ground  syst 

built.  It  will  also  create  a  high  wall  effectively  splitting  the  town  in  twoT  l-jj- T 

_ J  C-vw 

The  way  I  see  it,  this  is  just  not  a  feasible  approach.  Either  the  trains  should  run 
underground,  or  the  HSR  should  stop  at  San  Dose  and  Caltrain  should  be  upgraded  (electrified, 
intgrmodal  statioq,  etc.)  to  make  getting  to  San  Dose  to  take  the  HSR  quick  and  easy  “  _ 

understand  that  there  is  a  political  stake  in  the  ground  regarding  "LA  to  SF",  and  therefore  i 
it  will  be  psychologically  difficult  to  back  off  from  HSR  all  the  way  to  SF  vs. 
stopping  at  SD.  However,  being  inflexible  will  serve  no  one  except  the  egos  of  those  pushing 
the  HSR  project.  The  impact  on  the  citizens  of  the  towns  up  and  down  the  Peninsula  should  be 
of  greater  importance  than  political  careers  and  public  image.  An  above-ground  approach  is 
just  too  destructive  to  be  reasonable.  u> /v^ ^  \M .'-fc ^  ■^T'" 

Ju  z 

Other  alignments,  such  as  along  Hwy  101  or  1-280,  should  be  reconsidered  as  well.  \ 


omefk  3 

tA2.1V 


People  who  live  in  this  area  are  deeply  concerned  that  the  decisions  have  alr£acfy been  made, 
and  that  this  public  input  phase  is  just  for  show.  Large  projects  such  as  this  have  a 
history  of  having  their  own  momentum,  with  powerful  people  pushing  them  in  exchange  for  a 
share  of  the  glory.  Please  prove  to  us  that  this  is  not  the  case,  and  that  you  are  willing 
to  seriously  consider  alternatives  which  increase  quality  of  life  for  the  people  living  alon 
the  route,  rather  than  decrease  it  as  the  current  plan  will  almost  surely  do. 


JLn-  ' 


Thank  you. 

Scott  Brenneman 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


l 
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rvris  Livinqsion 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


cynthia.bright@comcast.net 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:13  PM 
HSR  Comments 
cynthia.bright@comcast.net 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


iti 

ik\ 


Dear  Members  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  - 

I  write  to  express  my  concerns  about  the  plans  for  the  high  speed  rail  though  Palo  Alto  usinq  the  I  / 

CalTrain  corridor.  Jvv\-m5 

Please  note  in  general  that  I  support  high  speed  rail,  and  I  support  CalTrain.  In  fact,  I  use  Ca\Tra^'~^X^J 
service  from  Palo  Alto  to  San  Francisco  often  when  I  have  business  in  the  city.  ^  )  V>  Y. 

That  said,  I  am  opposed  to  the  current  discussion  of  elevating  the  tracks  through  Palo  Alto,  creatinqTl^W7 
Berlin  Wall  that  will  divide  the  city.  What's  more,  it  will  turn  the  bike  path  which  connects  Palo  Alto 
High  School  and  the  neighborhoods  of  Southgate  and  Evergreen  to  downtown  Palo  Alto  into  an  \  iV 
unfriendly  concrete  corridor  that  will  discourage  bike  and  foot  traffic.  Walking  next  to  a  15-20  foot  wallP^  ( (  C 
will  be  very  uninviting,  not  to  mention  blisteringly  hot  on  warm  and  hot  days  as  the  bike  path  lies  orTi  it  \  ^ 
the  west  side  of  the  tracks.  The  concrete  and  the  heat  will  likely  discourage  bike  and  foot  traffic  /?/,  r 

which  is  the  wrong  result  for  a  project  that  is  trying  to  bring  green  benefits  to  the  state.  \  '  1  ft  lv 

In  addition,  I  am  concerned  about  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  train  and  its  poles  and  wires.  O  ^  \  I, 
believe  that  this  structure  will  likely  be  visible  from  my  house,  two  blocks  away  from  the  train  tracks  /v.  yVlA ^  V 
This  raises  the  concern  that  my  backyard,  while  currently  private,  will  not  be.  This  concern  would  L 
exist  for  others  in  my  neighborhood  and  in  other  sections  of  town. 

I  am  also  concerned  about  the  level  of  noise  in  my  neighborhood,  Southgate  (bounded  by  Churchill, 

El  Camino  Real,  Alma,  and  Park  Avenue).  While  we  currently  live  with  CalTrain  two  blocks  away  at\  »/  | 

grade,  elevating  the  tracks  will  broadcast  the  noise  of  the  trains,  including  the  nightly  freight  trains  \  ! 

deeper  into  the  neighborhood,  likely  over  trees  and  houses.  Houses  that  currently  have  little  or  ’  \  (  ■  - 

manageable  train  noise  will  now  suffer  with  train  noise  broadcast  from  a  platform  20  feet  in  the  air 
This  is  not  a  welcome  possibility.  I  am  concerned  that  while  the  high  speed  rail  trains  are  supposed 
to  be  quieter,  there  will  be  more  of  them  per  hour,  they  will  be  faster,  and  they  will  be  elevated.  This 
sounds  like  it  will  raise  the  noise  profile  in  my  neighborhood.  And,  I  have  not  heard  about  anything'  | 
that  will  address  the  noise  of  freight  trains,  which  are  much  louder  than  CalTrain,  and  run  at  nighU*4-4  ^ 

I  am  concerned  that  the  recent  discussions  of  moving  from  four  tracks  to  two  tracks  will  not  solve  any  \  flv 
of  these  problems.  1  he  number  of  tracks  will  not  change  the  issues  with  crossings  a  grade,  which 
has  been  as  I  understand  it  the  driver  for  elevated  tracks  or  tunneled  tracks.  Nor  would  it  lessen  the  i  , 
impact  of  a  15-20  foot  wall  dividing  human-scale,  walkable  neighborhoods  in  Palo  Alto  (at  least  at  '  ' 

California  Avenue,  and  in  the  neighborhoods  of  Evergreen,  Southgate,  Professorville,  downtown  Pale  ^ 

Alto),  and  in  Menlo  Park  (in  at  least  the  Willows  and  downtown  Menlo  Park)  > 

nSSp*?, 

I  would  be  open  to  the  no  build  solution,  which  has  the  high-speed  rail  stop  in  San  Jose.  I  would  also  ] 
be  open  to  a  decision  to  tunnel  under  Palo  Alto  and  Menlo  Park,  and  I  understand  that  this  decision"!  X  n 

has  already  been  made  for  San  Jose.  -J 


"4  ) 
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I  understand  fhatihe  Palo  Alto  City  Council  has  submitted  a  letter  with  similar  concerns  To  the 
extent  that  they  have  voiced  the  same  concerns  as  those  expressed in Lail  1^  them  ,  _ 

In  working  on  California's  mass  transit  systems,  do  not  destroy  our  walkable  and  peaceful  - \ 

neighborhoods.  A  walkable  town,  where  people  walk  and  bike  to  work  errands  and  leisure  is  ^  ) 

any  hi9h-SPeed  rail  be  ^ese  special 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Kind  regards,  Cynthia 


,\A^ 

ds- 


4y 


Cynthia  Bright 
1 503  Escobita  Ave. 
Palo  Alto 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


steve.broadbent%40alumni.usc.edu  [sbroadbent@comcast.net] 

Monday,  April  06,  2009  1:03  AM 
HSR  Comments 
sbroadbent@comcast.net 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS  Scoping  Comments 


Steve  Broadbent 
575  Washington  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301-4046 
sbroadbent@,comcast.net 

April  6,  2009 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Re:  Scoping  Comments  for  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority’s  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed 
Train  (HST)  Environmental  Impact  Report  /  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS) 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 

The  High  Speed  Train  (HST)  project  which  has  been  proposed  to  follow  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  from  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  will  have  very  significant  impacts  on  the  health,  safety,  and  quality  of  life  of  Peninsula 
residents.  This  project,  if  built,  will  change  the  Peninsula  forever.  The  project  EIR/EIS  must  fully  address  the 
issues  and  subjects  raised  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  and  the  residents  of  Palo  Alto.  In  addition  to  those  concerns, 

I  ask  you  to  also  address  the  following: 

1 .  The  “No  Build”  option  should  be  considered  a  viable  alternative  to  the  proposed  project  scenarios,  and 
variations  of  the  “No  Build”  option  should  be  evaluated.  The  EIR/EIS  should  look  at  “No  Build” 
scenarios  where  investment  and  improvements  are  made  in  the  Caltrain  system,  not  only  a  baseline  of 
the  current  state.  For  example,  the  HST  could  stop  in  San  Jose  and  passengers  could  do  a  cross-platform 
transfer  to  an  improved  Caltrain  system  for  travel  from  San  Jose  to  existing  stations  along  the  Peninsula. 
HST  or  other  investment  in  the  Caltrain  system  would  make  the  “No  Build”  option  even  more  attractive 
than  it  already  is. 

2.  The  financial  and  economic  analysis  of  the  project  alternatives  must  be  based  on  the  incremental 
benefits  and  costs  of  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  segment,  not  the  state-wide  HST  program 
assumptions.  The  Benefit/Cost  Analysis  must  do  a  multi -variant  sensitivity  analysis  on  variables 
including  but  not  limited  to  ridership  projections,  revenue  assumptions,  construction  costs,  and  operating 
costs.  What  if  ridership  isn’t  there?  What  if  revenue  falls  below  break  even?  What  if  construction  costs 
skyrocket?  What  if  operating  costs  are  higher  than  projected?  What  if . . .? 

3.  What  value  do  you  place  on  quality  of  life?  The  HST  will  significantly  impact  the  quality  of  life  of 

residents  in  Palo  Alto  and  other  communities  on  the  Peninsula.  Quality  of  life,  health,  and  safety 
impacts  include  but  are  not  limited  to:  n 


a.  Noise  levels 

b.  Air  pollution,  including  but  not  limited  to  dirt,  dust  and  contaminants  sent  airborne  by  frequent 
and  high  speed  trains 


+  / 
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c.  Loss  of  economic  benefit,  especially  for  those  homes  and  businesses  along  the  HSR  route 


specially 

d.  Emotional  stress  Co^\-  n 

e.  Increased  risk  of  accidents  causing  property  damage,  loss  of  life,  and  injury  K  I  C 

f .  ELF  and  EMF  radiation  |  hi ' 

g.  "victimless  crimes"  such  as  graffiti  and  vandalism  |  ^  ^ 

h.  Loss  of  community  as  HSR  bifurcates  cities  like  Palo  Alto  f  *  I 

4.  Noise  levels  should  not  exceed  parameters  established  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto,  but  it  unclear  what  noise  vvj) ; 

criteria  will  be  used  by  HST  in  the  EIR/EIS.  What  sound  walls  will  be  implemented?  . 

5.  If  an  HST  station  is  built  in  Palo  Alto,  these  additional  considerations  must  be  addressed:  \  ^L2"  Sd2*-' <“v 

a.  Increased  auto  and  bus  traffic  into  Palo  Alto  from  neighboring  communities.  I  -fck  I  f'v<- 

b.  Increased  local  air  pollution  due  the  increased  auto  and  bus  traffic.  Palo  Alto  s  air  quality  will  I  ^ ) 
degrade  significantly  if  the  HST  station  is  built  in  Palo  Alto.  The  local  impacts  must  be  frilly  |  *^13 
acknowledged,  not  subordinated  to  macro  impacts  at  a  project  or  program  level. 

c.  Need  for  increased  police  and  public  safety  operations  due  to  influx  of  people  and  vehicles.  I 
Who  pays? 

d.  Increase  in  crime  due  to  influx  of  people.  p 

e.  Increase  in  traffic  accidents,  loss  of  property  and  personal  injury.  J^l  )  . 

f.  Speed  limit  on  some  major  arteries  (e.g.,  Embarcadero)  is  25  mph.  f-^-  3  • 

6.  The  EIR/EIS  must  include  visual  representations  of  the  impacts  leading  design  alternatives  will  have  on  I  =fc-  < 
Palo  Alto.  For  example,  what  would  an  elevated,  4-track  system  look  like  with  a  sound  wall?  How  will  / 

the  views  of  the  hills  be  affected?  How  will  sunlight  be  blocked?  How  will  daylight  planes  be  affected?  J 

7.  The  EIR/EIS  must  address  the  impacts  of  construction  and  ongoing  operations  on  groundwater. 

Tunneling  or  trenching  will  degrade  groundwater.  Tunnel  designs  that  require  permanent  dewatering  -r|=L  ) 
systems  may  violate  the  Constitution  of  California  (Article  1 0  Section  2)  which  states  that  water  use  i  a 
must  be  reasonable  as  well  as  beneficial.  The  waste  or  unreasonable  use  or  unreasonable  method  of  use  ' 

of  water,  including  groundwater,  must  be  prevented.  The  conservation  of  such  waters  is  to  be  exercised 
with  a  view  to  the  reasonable  and  beneficial  use  thereof  in  the  interest  of  the  people  and  for  the  public 
welfare.  The  California  Legislature  finds  that  contamination  of  groundwater  poses  serious  public  health 
and  economic  problems  for  many  areas  of  the  state  (Water  Code  Section  13701 ). 

8.  Any  movement  of  the  soil  along  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  may  spread  long-standing  containments  such  /  f 
as  arsenic  in  the  air  and  water.  A  complete  soils  analysis  must  be  done  before  any  excavation  begins,  [  Gvo 
and  mitigation  measures  must  be  employed  to  protect  the  health  and  safety  of  workers  and  the  public. 

9.  There  are  29  Superfund  sites  in  Silicon  Valley,  the  most  concentrated  number  of  Superfund  sites  in 

America.  A  number  of  these  sites  underlie  the  proposed  HST  route  between  San  Francisco  and  San  i 

Jose.  For  example,  the  HP-640  PMR  Superfiind  site  is  located  in  Palo  Alto,  near  the  Oregon  / 

Expressway  Underpass  (OEU)  traversed  by  Caltrain.  Two  areas  have  been  designated  as  ground  water  HGt! 
study  areas,  the  California  Olive  Emerson  (COE)  Study  Area  (named  by  the  bordering  streets)  and  the 
Perimeter  Area  which  represents  the  limits  of  the  known  ground  water  contamination  plume.  Reference 
http://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/cerclisweb.description  repoil?pgm  svs  id=CAD98Q884209.  HSR 
construction  activities,  especially  trenching  or  tunneling,  would  impact  the  contaminant  plume  and 
potentially  accelerate  it’s  migration  into  residential  areas. 

1 0.  Due  to  the  following  specialized  conditions  within  Santa  Clara  County,  requirements  for  excavation  and 

construction  may  be  more  stringent  than  the  current  Federal  statute  and  State  regulations:  ^  \  t 

*  All  groundwater  resources  in  Santa  Clara  County'  are  designated  as  having  “actual  or  potential  l^jc* 
beneficial  uses”  by  the  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District;  / 

.  Domestic  and  industrial  users  in  Santa  Clara  County  obtain  as  much  as  50%  of  their  water  from 

C  groundwater  wells; 

Agricultural  users  in  Santa  Clara  County  obtain  almost  all  of  their  water  from  groundwater 
wells; 

•  There  are  over  1000  active  fuel  contamination  sites  and  500  active  solvent  contamination  sites  / 
in  Santa  Clara  County;  \ 
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•  There  are  over  20  Snperfund  (National  Priority  List)  sites  in  Santa  Clara  County. 

1 1  .Dewatering  during  construction  activities  or  permanent  dewatering  of  below-ground  structures  can 
cause  ground  settlement  in  a  zone  of  influence  well  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the  HSR  right-of-way. 

The  Groundwater  Committee  of  the  Underground  Technology  Research  Council  of  the  American 
Society  of  Civil  Engineers  Technical  Council  on  Research  in  its  publication.  Dewatering  -  Avoiding  Itjs 
Unwanted  Side  Effects,  discusses  the  risks  of  dewatering  operations.  Among  the  side  effects  are: 

a.  Ground  settlement  due  to  improper  dewatering. 

b.  Ground  settlement  of  compressible  soils  due  to  the  load  created  by  dewatering. 

c.  Depletion  of  adjacent  groundwater  supplies. 

d .  Salt  water  i  ntrasi  on . 

e.  Expansion  of  contaminant  plumes 

f.  Release  of  polluted  ground  water  into  the  environment. 

g.  Damages  to  timber  piling  caused  by  aeration  due  to  dewatering. 

h.  Harmful  effect  on  vegetation  or  wetlands. 

i.  Development  of  sinkholes. 

1 2.  Palo  Alto  is  proud  of  its  extensive  tree  canopy.  The  parks  in  our  city  represent  a  vital  element  in  the  4L 

quality  of  life.  Many  of  these  parks  contain  trees  of  great  size  and  age  which  could  not  easily  be  \  1 

replaced.  Where  such  trees  exist  within  the  zone  of  influence  of  dewatering  systems,  their  viability  is  at  1 
risk.  _ _ J 

1 3.  Where  extensive  heavy-duty  foundations  are  installed  into  aquifers  which  are  shallow  or  of  limited 
thickness,  the  concrete  walls  or  groups  of  piles  might  interrupt  horizontal  groundwater  flow,  causing  a 
damming  effect.  Groundwater  levels  can  rise  on  the  upstream  side  of  the  structure  and  be  lowered  on 
the  downstream  side  ...  Such  barriers  divert  the  groundwater  flow  around  the  sides  of  the  structure  and 
can  reduce  the  supply  to  groundwater  sources,  or  cause  flooding  of  adjacent  properties.  (M.  Preene,  et 
al,  in  their  paper,  Potential  Groundwater  Impacts  from  Civil  Engineering  Works') 

14.  Greenhouse  gas  production  during  construction  activities  must  be  considered,  including  material 

lifecycle  greenhouse  gas  production.  For  example,  cement  production  is  one  of  the  leading  causes  of 
greenhouse  gases.  The  front-loading  of  increased  greenhouse  gas  emissions  may  be  more  damaging  the' 
purported  reduction  in  greenhouse  gases  over  a  long  time  horizon.  1 - 

1 5.  Where  will  the  electric  power  come  from?  The  source  pollution  of  oil,  gas,  or  coal  fired  powered  plants]  J 

need  to  be  factored  into  the  analysis.  Not  all  electricity  can  be  sourced  from  wind,  solar  and  \ 

hydroelectric  power.  ^ J  .  / 

1 6.  The  demand  for  large  transit  oriented  development  around  the  HSR  stations  must  address  the  impact  on  [  -“/r  U 

communities  of  the  increased  population.  Those  impacts  include  but  are  not  limited  to  clean  water,  l  — r-  ,c\ 
sanitation,  power,  food  supplies,  and  schools.  L _ )  V  ^  \^) 

Thank  you  for  considering  my  input  as  you  prepare  the  Environmental  Impact  Report  /  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority’s  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Train  (HST). 


Sincerely, 


(signed) 

Steve  Broadbent 


3 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  4:06  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
1 92-09_Attachment[1  ].  pdf 


From:  Mary  Brodbeck  [mailto:mary.brodbeck@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  1:11  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  mary.brodbeck@sbcglobal.net 

Subject:  Fw:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


—  On  Mon,  4/6/09,  Mary  Brodbeck  <mary.brodbeck@sbcglobal.net>  wrote: 

From:  Mary  Brodbeck  <mary.brodbeck@sbcglobal.net> 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  FIST 
To:  comments@hsr.ca.gov 
Cc:  mary.brodbeck@sbcglobal.net 
Date:  Monday,  April  6,  2009,  12:13  PM 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  provide  comments  on  this  very  important  project.  I  concur  with  all  of  thje 
comments  from  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  and  have  attached  them  to  include  if  CHRSA  does  not  receive  an  o 
copy  from  the  City  of  Palo  Alto. 

In  addition  to  the  attached,  I  have  some  comments: 


icial 


l4<0 


1)  Trees  along  the  ROW  provide  many  benefits  to  the  community  and  it  is  very  difficult  to  mitigate  the  benefits 
of  mature  trees  in  the  short  term.  EIR  should  delineate  how  many  trees  along  the  ROW  that  will  need  to  be  jl|  gujoflUfll 
removed  or  significantly  trimmed  not  only  in  Palo  Alto,  but  along  the  entire  segment  from  SJ  to  SF  (and  aiF  ^  J 
estimated  average  height,  width  and  distribution  of  species)  '  VmlWfS 


Furthermore,  the  EIR  should  include  a  plan  of  how  many  trees  will  plant  be  planted  in  mitigation,  what  is 
the  distribute  of  species,  what  the  average  tree  size  will  be  when  planted  and  an  estimation  of  when  they 
reach  the  height  and  width  equal  to  the  trees  that  have  been  removed.  Also,  the  document  should  specify 
will  pay  for  the  planting  and  maintenance  of  these  trees. 


Mil 


<sl 


who 


2-  Sound  and  vibration  are  significant  concern  to  the  communities.  As  such,  the  sound  and  vibration  impact  &?\ 
studies  need  to  take  into  account  the  following:  impact  not  only  to  properties  immediately  adjacent  to  the  ROW  ' 

(including  PA  high  school,  PA  Medical  Foundation  and  other  businesses  and  residential  housing),  but  also  Ufy  'AbfXh&tA 
locations  in  other  parts  of  the  city  (e.g.,  2  blocks  away,  4  blocks  away,  6  blocks  away,  etc...)  and  consider  the 
impacts  to  people  and  animals  both  in  buildings  and  walking/biking/in  cars/playing  in  the  parks  or  sports  fields, 
etc... 


Sound  and  vibration  studies  also  need  to  evaluate  the  impact  of  more  than  one  train  passing  at  the  same  time  c 
diffeient  tracks  and  the  increased  frequency  of  train  noise  (less  quiet  time  between  trains  so  more  cumulative 
noise  per  hour).  1  / 
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Sound  and  vibration  impact  should  also  be  studied  for  the  construction  period  with  all  of  the  same  rigor  and 
detail  as  the  long  term  impact.  _ 


3.  Soil  studies  and  Potential  Toxic  Cleanup  needs  to  be  evaluated  along  the  tracks  and  ROW.  Per  the  attached ^  ^ 
artile,  it  it  not  uncommon  to  find  lead,  oil  and  arsenic  in  nearby  soil.  As  appropriate,  the  Environmental  1  ^ 

Protection  Agency  and  the  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control  should  be  involved. 


http://tracvDress.com/Aontent/view/13782/2242/ 


4.  Consider  an  option  that  end  HST  at  San  Jose  and  provide  easy  cross  platform  connection  to  an  electrified  3$c 
CalTrain  to  SF  that  is  not  grade  separated.  Grade  separation  is  the  most  problematic  issue  along  the  peninsula .  [^l  Jl 
and  we  need  to  review  the  pros  and  cons  of  an  option  without  grade  separation.  Options  that  increase  the  "BaE>y 
Bullet"  travel  time  from  SJ  to  SF  should  also  be  examined  (e.g.,  faster  speeds,  fewer  stops,  etc..).  j 


5.  Public  Safety  -  Disaster  planning  (terrorism  or  natural  disaster).  Most  of  the  PA  population  is  on  the  Eastlide 
of  the  ROW  and  the  major  hospital  and  medical  center  are  on  the  Western  side  of  the  ROW.  How  can  the  Jfr  ^ 

community  help  those  in  need  if  the  ROW  crossing  becomes  comprised?  An  elevated  structure  that  becomes  5^xvn|v\ 
compromised  and  not  crossable  would  be  of  significant  concern.  Open  trench  and  other  options  may  also  pose  ^ 
problems.  Construction  impact  of  the  above  should  also  be  studied. 


6.  Safe  School  Corridors  -  How  will  students  walk/bike/drive  to  school  when  they  need  to  cross  a  ROW  ^ 
everyday?  Study  both  construction  impact  and  LT  impact.  Will  PAUSD  need  to  provide  busing?  What  vould 
be  the  cost  and  who  would  pay  for  that?  What  would  the  daily  time/hassle  impact  to  our  students?  1#  l 


7-  Outline  the  sequece  of  any  potential  road  closures  in  PA  -  Will  Meadow  &  Charleston  &  Churchill  ne 
be  closed  at  the  same  time?  How  will  residents  and  students  move  through  the  city? 


asvtffoudwvv 


8.  Methodology  -  EIR  process  should  define  (preferrably  through  a  process  of  community  input), ¥1^  y  OvMiO  0Wbf#i6l/\ 
methodology  for  evaluating  the  "softer"  impacts  of  different  HST  options  through  suburban  communities' 

Examples  include  visual  impact  of  different  scenarios,  community  impact,  construction  impact,  traff  c  impact, 
sound/vibration  impact,  etc...  Part  of  the  decision  process  needs  to  include  human  and  qualitative  input  that  is 
just  as  important  as  quantitative  data.  Methodology  should  be  clearly  outlined  and  vetted. 


9.  Dust  impact  should  be  evaluated  for  both  construction  and  the  LT  impact  of  faster  and  more  frequent  tramLi  i 
The  air  quality  impact  to  animals  and  humans  (especially  with  health  related  breathing  issues  such  as  asthmajT  ^ 
needs  to  be  studied.  ^ 


1 0-  Catenary  Electrical  System  -  Need  long  term  safety  studies  for  humans  and  animals  living  in  close]  .  r, 
proximity  to  these. 


Also,  where  is  the  electricity  for  the  system  being  sourced?  How  will  it  impact  the  Palo  Alto  utilities  (inclu  ling 

but  not  limited  to  service  levels,  load  ability,  ability  to  service  demands  peaks,  ability  to  expand,  etc?).  Whk^(  iHilrftS 

will  pay  for  this  electricity? 


1 1 .  Impact  to  Palo  Alto  City  Emergency  Water  Storage.  |  &{ 


12.  Wildlife  Impact  -  not  only  migratory  birds,  but  other  wildife  (land  and  water)  that  live  or  cross  the  ROW 
area. 


Thank  you, 


2 


Mary  Brodbeck 


ATTACHMENT  A 


March  31,  2009 


Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  C A  95814 


RE:  City  Of  Palo  Alto  Scoping  Comments  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
Authority’s  San  Francisco  To  San  Jose  High  Speed  Train  (HST) 
Environmental  Impact  Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS) 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority’s 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Train  (HST)  EIR/EIS  process.  The  California  HST 
project  will  have  a  long-lasting  and  far-reaching  impact  on  the  City  of  Palo  Alto.  The 
proposed  HST  would  be  located  along  3.8  miles  of  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  through  the 
middle  of  the  City,  where  the  Caltrain  tracks  already  bifurcate  the  City  from  east  to  west. 
It  is  important  that  the  HST  project  fully  address  all  potential  impacts  on  this  developed 
aiea,  and  that  the  project  include  urban  design  and  engineering  solutions  to  minimize 
impacts  and  potentially  reduce  community  divisions  or  barriers. 


|r\\\irdv0 


The  following  are  issues  and  subjects  that  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  requests  be  included  in  the 
scope  of  work  for  the  project  level  EIR/EIS  for  the  California  High  Speed  Train  Project 
from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose. 


Use  of  City  of  Palo  Alto  Significance  Criteria 
1 .  Palo  Alto  requests  that  the  Authority  use  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  significance  criteria  in  &  ^ 
evaluating  the  impacts  for  the  section  of  the  HST  project  within  the  city  limits  of  Palo 
Alto  and  that  the  EIR/EIS  at  minimum  compare  the  impacts  using  the  City’s  standards  r (MW)  0\ 
of  significance  and  the  Authority’s  Project-Level  Environmental  Analysis  °  1  ' 

Methodologies.  A  copy  of  the  City’s  criteria  is  attached  to  this  letter. 


Rail  Alignment  Profile,  and  Right-of-Wav  ^ 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto’s  Comprehensive  Plan  includes  a  number  of  Transportation  goals 
and  policies  that  support  improved  local,  regional,  and  intercity  transit.  Transportation 
Goal.  T-2  states  “a  convenient,  efficient,  public  transit  system  that  provides  a  viable 
alternative  to  driving.  Policy  T-7  states:  “support  plans  for  a  quiet,  fast  rail  system  that 
encircles  the  Bay  and  for  intra-county  and  transbay  transit  systems  that  link  Palo  Alto  to 
the  rest  of  Santa  Clara  county  and  adjoining  counties.”  Program  T- 1 7  supports  the 
Caltrain  electrification  and  its  extension  to  downtown  San  Francisco.  However,  the  scope 
and  magnitude  of  a  high  speed  rail  project  along  the  existing  Caltrain  right-of-way  in  Palo 


(mm-  IaL 


V 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt 
March  31,  2009 
Page  2  of  14 


Alto  was  not  envisioned  at  the  time  the  Comprehensive  Plan  was  adopted  and  issues 
related  to  the  alignment  and  profile  of  this  project  raise  new  concerns  for  the  City  that 
need  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIR/EIS.  This  project  must  also  address  Comprehensive  Plan 
Transportation  Goal  T-5  which  reads  “a  transportation  system  with  minimal  impacts  on 
residential  neighborhoods.”  The  EIR/EIS  should:  __ 


2.  Provide  a  complete  analysis  of  all  linear  rail  corridor  elevation  options  including  at- 
grade,  elevated,  or  depressed  including  open  trench,  cut  and  cover,  and  tunneling.  All 
options,  including  the  depressed  options,  should.be  evaluated  to  the  same  level  of 
detail  as  the  elevated  track  proposal  to  provide  adequate  information  to  the  public  of 
the  environmental,  economic,  visual,  and  operational  impacts  or  benefits  of  each 
alternative. 


[  fWpwfa*? 


3.  Evaluate  an  alternative  that  would  end  HST  at  San  Jose  and  rely  on  upgraded  '^1  0  4f>TA V^cf’C. 

electrified  and  grade-separated  Caltrain  connections  to/from  San  Francisco,  including  /  v  ^  ^ 

facilitating  improved  Caltrain  access  and  speeds  and  possible  reduction  in  the  number  / 

of  tracks  required  in  the  Caltrain  corridor.  The  Palo  Alto  station  is  the  second  busiest  L  ^  >  '0  r 

on  the  Caltrain  line  and  as  such  serves  approximately  3,700  boardings  per  day. 

Caltrain’s  future  2025  Plan  provides  for  electrification  and  an  increase  in  the  current  k 

96  daily  trains  up  to  172  trains.  The  EIR/EIS  should  evaluate  whether  Caltrain  could  Qxik/\ 
provide  the  frequency,  capacity  and  speed  for  the  connecting  service  between  San  Josd 
and  San  Francisco  in  lieu  of  HST  service.  —4 

4.  Evaluate  an  at-grade  option  with  grade  separated  crossings  and  HST  service  running  atl^ 

Caltrain  Baby  Bullet  speeds  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco,  with  and  without  a  mid-  V<4xfaovL  • 
peninsula  station  in  either  Redwood  City  or  Palo  Alto.  J  ^ 

5.  Evaluate  running  HST  service  underground  in  the  adjacent  Alma  Street  right-of-way  ,  .  .  A 

while  maintaining  Caltrain  service  in  the  JPB  right-of-way.  [Note:  I  recommend  not 
including  this  comment,  but  have  shown  it  anyway.)  Jj  ^ 


6.  Evaluate  alternatives  that  would  eliminate  or  substantially  minimize  the  needlo~]j_f  o<^XAc^\.6\y^ 
acquire  additional  right-of-way.  The  railroad  right-of-way  abuts  single  family  p  ^  ^ 

residences,  Palo  Alto  High  School,  a  shopping  center,  businesses  and  city  parks,  L,  /ya.p  m/i'-hvvo  r 
which  form  the  fabric  of  the  community.  Any  and  all  alternatives  that  would  nof^  KCtTncuv  ^ 
involve  acquisition  of  right-of-way  should  be  fully  evaluated  in  the  EIR/EIS.  1 

7 .  Evaluate  alternatives  that  would  reduce  the  number  of  required  tracks  in  the  right-ofi7.fr  7AYMX& 

way  to  less  than  four  tracks.  The  evaluation  should  also  include  how  many  shoofly  d.  i  TLLp^/rkvfT 
tracks  would  need  to  be  built  during  construction  and  their  impacts  on  right-of-way  ^  /Tttenw^ 
requirements  for  the  project.  .  __ 

8.  Include  an  alternative  that  does  not  retain  freight  service  on  the  Caltrain  right-of-waj^  ^ 

U ^  O _ T _ _  i  „  .  .  ...  r  I  - - '  I 


between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco  and  the  requisite  freight  service  design 
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requirements  to  accommodate  diesel-powered  freight  trains  that  could  preclude  other 
HST  alternatives  that  would  be  most  appropriate  and  environmentally  sensitive  for  the 
.Peninsula. 

Traffic  Circulation  and  Safety 

The  Palo  Alto  Comprehensive  Plan  includes  numerous  Comprehensive  Plan  policies  to 
improve  multi-modal  connectivity.  Policy  T-l 7  reads  “increase  cooperation  with 
surrounding  communities  and  other  agencies  to  establish  and  maintain  off-road  bicycle 
and  pedestrian  paths  and  trails  utilizing  creek,  utility,  and  railroad  rights-of-way.”  The 
project  has  the  potential  to  impact  traffic  circulation  and  safety  within  Palo  Alto.  The 
Caltrain  right-of-way  runs  the  length  of  Palo  Alto  and  currently  creates  a  linear  barrier  to 
east-west  travel.  The  City  has  only  four  at-grade  vehicular  crossings,  three  grade- 
separated  vehicular  crossings  that  may  require  modification,  and  two  grade-separated 
bicycle  and  pedestrian  tunnels.  The  EIR/EIS  should: 


4 


^  - 


9. 


s ipee<k 
l 


Evaluate  service  options  that  include  HST  operating  at  the  same  speeds  as  Baby  Bullet 
express  trains  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  and  the  safety  benefits  that  could  derive 
by  running  slower  speed  trains  in  an  urban  and  residential  environment  such  as  Palo  \ 

Alto  and  the  Peninsula.  — D 

10.  Evaluate  the  impact  of  underground  or  elevated  HST  alternatives  to  restore  at-grade  r 

road  patterns  at  existing  undercrossings  at  Embarcadero  Road,  University  Avenue,  and l 
Oregon  Expressway.  ' 

11.  Analyze  the  full  traffic  circulation,  traffic  safety,  and  emergency  response  impacts  of 

any  proposed  closures  of  the  four  existing  at-grade  crossings.  ^ a^d\drsV\ 

12.  Analyze  traffic  impacts  to  City  streets  affected  during  construction,  and  specificSly  v 

identify  any  streets  that  would  be  detoured  or  closed  during  construction  or  \ 

permanently  as  part  of  the  project.  U  l  \ 

13.  Assess  the  traffic  impacts  associated  with  a  HST  station  in  Palo  Alto  independent  of"" 
the  traffic  impacts  of  the  HST  project  alone.  This  would  include  increased  traffic  on 
local  Palo  Alto  streets  associated  with  access  to  and  parking  demand  at  the  Palo  Alto 
HST  station.  The  primary  access  streets  include  at  minimum:  University  Avenue,  the 
gateway  to  the  downtown,  Stanford  University,  and  the  transit  center;  Alma  Street  and 
El  Camino  Real  (State  Rte  82)  which  parallel  the  Caltrain  corridor. 


& 


14.  Evaluate  the  impact  of  the  high  speed  rail  project  alternatives  including  the  impacts  of 
any  disruption  to,  or  elimination  of,  the  City’s  pedestrian/bicycle  trail  that  runs  on  the 
west  side  of  the  railroad  tracks  from  the  Palo  Alto  Caltrain  station  to  Churchill 
Avenue.  Portions  of  the  trail  are  located  on  an  easement  within  the  Caltrain  right-of- 
wav. 
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1 5.  Evaluate  incorporating  new  and  upgraded  pedestrian/bicycle  grade  separations  of  the 
railroad,  as  recommended  in  the  2003  Palo  Alto  Bicycle  Transportation  Plan.  The 
plan  calls  for  reconstruction  and  upgrading  of  the  pedestrian/bicycle  undercrossing  at 
California  Avenue  and  new  pedestrian/bi  cycle  grade  separation  of  the  Caltrain  tracks 
in  South  Palo  Alto  and  one  north  of  the  Palo  Alto  station  to  provide  safe  alternatives  t<j> 
at  grade  crossings  of  the  tracks  with  motor  vehicle  traffic.  The  Churchill,  Meadow, 
and  Charleston  crossings  also  are  school  commute  corridors.  Exclusive 
pedestrian/bike  grade  separations  would  provide  safe  alternatives  to  these  vehicular 
crossings. 


M  MonAw 


16.  Evaluate  how  the  project  will  impact  or  could  implement  the  planned  long-range 
improvements  identified  in  the  2002  Palo  Alto  Intermodal  Transit  Center  Plan.  The 
Palo  Alto  Intermodal  Transit  Center  (PAITC)  conceptual  plan  consists  of  both 
transportation  elements  and  community  amenities.  Transportation  elements  include 
expanded  rail  and  bus  passenger  service  capacity,  an  at-grade  intersection  of  Alma 
Street  and  University  Avenue,  the  re-design  of  University  Avenue  between  Alma  and 
Palm  Drive,  and  provision  of  a  bicycle  and  pedestrian  under-crossing  of  Caltrain  near 
Alma  and  Everett.  Community  amenities  include  an  urban  park  and  civic  space, 
public  art,  and  urban  design  features.  * _ 


Cx/lul tcchftA' 

mu 


17.  The  EIR/EIS  should  analyze  how  the  project  when  built  and  during  construction 
would  impact  access  to  the  VTA  transit  center  at  the  Palo  Alto  station  and  impact  on 
Samtrans,  VTA,  Stanford  Marguerite,  Dumbarton  Express  and  other  local  bus  and 
shuttle  services  within  Palo  Alto.  The  bus  transit  center  accommodates  over  15  local 
and  regional  bus  and  shuttle  lines  which  provide  a  high  level  of  service  to  the  Palo 
Alto  community  and  neighboring  jurisdictions.  The  EIR/EIS  should  evaluate  impact 
on  access  to  and  operation  of  these  routes,  and  the  potential  impacts  resulting  from 
shifts  traffic  on  surface  streets. 


18.  The  EIR/EIS  should  evaluate  all  potential  safety  impacts  from  construction  and 
operation  of  the  HST.  Palo  Alto  is  highly  urbanized  along  the  railroad  tracks,  and 
accidents  or  explosions  from  trains  traveling  at  125  mph  could  have  severe  impacts  on| 
nearby  residences,  businesses,  roadways,  schools  and  other  facilities.  Hundreds  of 
residences,  three  public  parks,  Palo  Alto  High  School,  and  the  Palo  Alto  Medical 
Foundation  all  immediately  abut  the  railroad  tracks  or  Alma  Street.  The  impacts  to  be 
studied  should  include,  but  should  not  be  limited  to: 

a.  The  potential  for  derailment  from  elevated  or  at-grade  tracks  through  Palo  l 
Alto,  and  measures  (crash  walls,  etc.)  to  assure  that  adjacent  residences  and  1 
businesses  would  not  be  affected. 

b.  The  potential  for  pedestrians  to  cross  into  the  rail  right-of-way,  and  measure's-!  ^  L  l  . 

(fencing,  other  barriers)  proposed  to  eliminate  potential  conflicts.  p  ^ 
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c.  The  potential  for  explosion  or  hazardous  releases  from  passenger  or  freight^/ 

train  crashes  or  derailments  in  an  elevated,  at-grade,  tunnel  or  trench  k  ftjlS 

configuration,  and  considerations  relative  to  earthquake  or  terrorism  events  0  0J 

d.  The  potential  for  conflicts  between  heavy  freight  trains  and  lighter  passeng wlj> 
trams,  whether  m  an  elevated,  at-grade,  tunnel  or  trench  configuration.  ZK, 

e.  Hazards  from  construct, on,  including  from  equipment  and  machinery  traffiElo  C 
and  from  the  site,  and  construction  vibrations.  Impacts  should  be  assessed  on 

adjacent  residents  and  businesses,  as  well  as  potential  damage  to  streets  and  *  l  Vw&xk 
other  public  facilities. 


Environmental  Impacts 

The  EIR/EIS  process  requires  that  a  substantial  number  of  environmental  issues  be 
addressed.  Key  tssues  identified  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  City  Council  are  outlined  below 
generally  accompanied  by  relevant  Comprehensive  Plan  policies. 

Visual 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto  Comprehensive  Plan  contains  many  policies  directed  towards 
maintaining  and  enhancing  design  of  private  and  public  facilities  to  be  attractive  and 
compatible  with  nearby  residences,  commercial  development,  and  public  spaces 
including .streets.  While  the  Comprehensive  Plan  focus  is  on  building  and  roadway 

^EIR/EIS  ^  Sh°Uid  addreSS  Similar  goals  for  ^  Proposed  High  Speed  Train 


1 9'  r^hTftViSUal  impaCtS  Tld  vary  With  different  vertical  track  alignments  end'll ,  ^cVwh'cf 
should  identify  measures  to  reduce  visual  impacts  to  the  community.  In  particular  the  +1  MR**™* 

°f  46  1 eleCtafied  system  associated  retaining  walls  are  L  A  Q&WkA 
potentially  extensive,  adding  potentially  unattractive  clutter  and  unsightly  structures  to  *  L.  i 
an  alignment  that  may  be  20  feet  above  grade.  These  lines  would  occur  immediately 
adjacent  to  hundreds  of  homes,  as  well  as  businesses,  parks,  schools,  and  other 
facilities  and  would  be  visible  from  all  of  Alma  Street  and  from  many  points  some 
distance  away  from  the  actual  tracks.  The  document  should  evaluate  alternative 
technologies  that  would  avoid  the  catenaries,  including  third  rail  technology  along 
with  the  tunnel  or  trench  designs.  y 

20.  Evaluate  the  solar  impact  of  elevated  HST  structures  on  shading  of  surrounding''!*  l  A 

ProPertles'  Jky  irflWtkS 

21.  Address  the  impacts  of  the  widened  right-of-way,  grade  separations,  and  construct™?  -t ,  UcM'CAi 
scenarios  on  existing  trees  and  other  vegetation,  and  should  outline  substantial  ^ 1  f&tfvOrtei 
mitigation  to  minimize  the  visual  impacts  of  the  project,  including  providing  for  L, 

extensive  landscaping  to  screen  the  facilities  as  much  as  possible.  bH  fteqvCT1* 

22.  Address  the  visual  impacts  of  components  of  the  project  other  than  the  rail  lines,  "I  .  <  uav 
trams,  and  catenaries,  including  any  proposed  safety  fencing  or  walls.  Techniques  and  ^  AsWCIl 
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treatments  should  be  proposed  to  minimize  the  intrusiveness  and  unsightliness  of 
those  facilities,  and  to  provide  for  as  much  openness  and  green  space  as  possible. 

23.  Outline  the  visual  impacts  of  all  of  the  potential  roadway  overpasses  and  underpasses 77 
with  the  attendant  visual  impacts  from  all  proximate  areas,  and  the  impacts  on  loss  of  u.  / 

existing  landscape  and  open  space.  Again,  techniques  and  treatments  of  the  overpasses  ^  °  ^ 

and  underpasses  should  be  provided  to  minimize  the  visual  impacts. 

24.  Use  state-of-the-art  Visualization  technology,  including  photorealistic  models  and  ^7 

animation,  to  demonstrate  each  of  the  alternatives,  as  well  as  adjacent  and  connecting  ,  , , 

pedestrian,  bicycle,  and  transit  facilities  along  the  actual  rail  route  through  Palo  Alto.  M 

This  should  also  include  simulations  of  potential  development  above  and  near  the 
alignment  with  tunnel  or  cut-and-cover  options.  _ _ , 

25.  Evaluate  the  likelihood  an  elevated  train  alternative  with  vertical  walls  would  attract  jv  i  A-^ghve^lcS 

graffiti  and  assess  the  ongoing  cost  to  mitigate  the  impact.  '  ' 

Noise 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto  Comprehensive  Plan  includes  Goal  N-8,  which  reads  “An 

Environment  That  Minimizes  the  Adverse  Impacts  of  Noise.”  Policy  N-39  indicates  that 

the  maximum  outdoor  noise  level  in  residential  areas  is  suggested  to  not  exceed  an  Ldn  of 

60  dB.  Policy  N-40  reads:  “Evaluate  the  potential  for  noise  pollution  and  ways  to  reduce  j 

noise  impacts  when  reviewing  development  and  activities  in  Palo  Alto  and  surrounding  p  ^  W 

communities.”  Policy  N-41  indicates  that  “When  a  proposed  project  is  subject  to  CEQA, 

the  noise  impact  on  existing  residential  land  uses  should  be  evaluated  in  terms  of  the 

increase  in  existing  noise  levels...,  regardless  of  existing  background  noise  levels”  and 

specifies  that  a  significant  impact  is  found  if  the  increase  in  the  24-hour  noise  level  (Ldn) 

increases  by  5.0  dB  or  more  in  an  existing  residential  area  if  the  Ldn  remains  below  60 

dB,  or  3.0  dB  if  the  resultant  Ldn  exceeds  60  dB.  Policy  N-42  notes  that  measures  to 

reduce  noise  impacts  should  be  required,  and  outlines  a  number  of  possible,  though  not  \ 

exclusive,  means  to  do  so.  The  EIR/E1S  should:  — f 

26.  Use  the  City  of  Palo  Alto’s  significance  criteria  to  define  whether  noise  impacts  are  & 

significant  with  respect  to  adjacent  residential,  commercial,  park,  school,  or  other  uses 

or  sensitive  receptors.  £?\ 


M  R(Tl<& 


27.  Evaluate  how  constant  and  intermittent  noise  levels  would  vary  with  the  different  ^ 
vertical  track  alignments  (i.e.  tunnel,  trench,  track  at  grade,  elevated  track),  including 

all  three  operators  (HST,  Caltrain  and  Union  Pacific)  and  then  outline  methods  to  u  .  kv^^O 
reduce  those  impacts  to  “less  than  significant”  levels.  The  impacts  of  such  methods,  ^  1 1  1 

particularly  noise  walls,  should  also  be  evaluated  for  their  visual  impacts. 

28.  Identify  the  noise  from  horns  from  all  trains,  based  on  the  increased  frequency  of  train  MmO, 

operations.  The  City  understands  that  most  cities  on  the  Peninsula  will  create  quiet  ^  ^ 


Draft  dated  March  24,  2009 
Page  6  of  1 4 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt 
March  3  1,  2009 
Page  7  of  14 


zones  under  the  new  Federal  Railroad  Administration  (FRA)  regulations  to  eliminate  A 
the  sounding  of  train  horns  at  all  crossings.  The  HST  analysis  should  be  based  on  the 
assumption  that  all  train  horns  have  already  been  eliminated  and  that  Caltrain  has  been 
electrified.  These  circumstances  should  be  considered  existing  in  the  No  Project 
alternative. 


29.  Evaluate  noise  during  the  construction  period,  and  document  measures  and  phasing 
approaches  to  minimize  those  impacts.  The  project  is  clearly  extensive  in  scope  and  in 
timeframe,  and  substantial  potential  exists  for  excessive  noise  impacts  in  proximity  to 
the  rail  right-of-way. 


30.  Evaluate  the  impact  on  adjacent  properties  caused  by  vibration  associated  with  each 
construction  method,  as  well  as  the  permanent  vibration  increase  from  the  rail 
operations,  and  mitigations  to  reduce  those  impacts  to  “less  than  significant”  levels. 


JHrtcn^ 


Natural  Resources 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto  Comprehensive  Plan  includes  a  Natural  Environment  chapter  that^ 
includes  the  following  language:  “Palo  Alto  will  respect  and  manage  natural  resources  in  a 
way  that  sustains  the  natural  environment  and  protects  our  foothills,  baylands,  creeks 
parks,  wildlife  and  open  space  legacy.”  The  EIR/EIS  should: 


3 1 .  Evaluate  the  project  impacts  on  waterfowl  and  migratory  birds  on  the  Pacific  FlywayT^  ^ 

32.  Analyze  the  impacts  of  the  project  on  existing  aquifers,  and  subsidence  on  shallow!  1 , 

groundwater  areas.  \dfc-  l 

33.  Evaluate  the  impact  of  a  natural  disaster  scenario  such  as  earthquake  or  flooding  from]  Jr  l  OdMxA  i 

an  earthquake  or  sea  level  rise.  I 


Utilities 

34.  Evaluate  the  impact  of  relocation  of  both  City-owned  and  private  utilities  located 
above  ground  and  underground  within  and/or  crossing  the  Caltrain  Corridor. 


#■(  irtiLtns 


Hazardous  Materials 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto  Comprehensive  Plan  Goal  N-6  which  reads:  “An  Environment  Free 
of  the  Damaging  Effects  of  Biological  and  Chemical  Hazardous  Materials.”  Policy  N-30 
states:  “Minimize  the  use  of  toxic  and  hazardous  materials.  Encourage  the  use  of  i  ,  j 

alternatives  materials  and  practices  that  are  environmentally  benign.”  Goal  N- 1 0  states:  I  "fr  l 
“Protection  of  Life  and  Property  from  natural  Hazards,  Including  Earthquake,  Landslide, 

Flooding,  and  Fire.” 

35.  Evaluate  the  impact  of  the  project  on  known  toxic  plumes  near  the  Caltrain  right-of- 
way  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  plume  at  the  Oregon  Expressway  railroad 
underpass. 
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Air  Quality  - 

The  project  has  the  potential  to  significantly  impact  air  quality  in  the  City  and  region.  The 
Comprehensive  Plan  includes  Goal  N-5  to  provide  clean,  healthful  air  in  Palo  Alto  and  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area.  Policies  dealing  with  air  quality  relevant  to  the  HST  project 
include  Policy  N-27  that  discusses  reducing  emissions  from  construction  activities  and 
Policy  N-29  that  calls  for  potential  sources  of  odor  and/or  toxic  air  contaminants  to  be 
adequately  buffered  or  mitigated  in  order  to  avoid  odor  and  toxic  impacts.  In  addition,  the 
Comprehensive  Plan  includes  numerous  policies  intended  to  reduce  air  quality  impacts  by 
reducing  traffic  impacts  that  are  addressed  in  this  letter  in  the  traffic  and  circulation 
section.  The  analysis  in  the  EIR/EIS  needs  to  address  how  the  HST  could  impact  the 
City’s  air  quality.  It  should:  __ 


hm; 


36.  Evaluate  air  quality  impacts  resulting  from  the  increase  in  trains  along  the  corridor  as 
well  as  any  increase  in  pollutants  resulting  from  the  high  speed  of  the  trains.  The 
potential  for  increased  air  quality  impacts  from  elevated  tracks  should  also  be 
analyzed.  Any  additional  air  quality  impacts  resulting  from  locating  a  station  within 
Palo  Alto  should  also  be  evaluated,  e.g.,  any  increase  in  pollution  from  train  idling  or 
acceleration  in  leaving  the  station. 


37.  Evaluate  construction  activity  impacts  from  construction  dust  and  construction 
equipment  emissions  for  the  various  corridor  options  including  at-grade,  elevated  oi 
depressed  including  open  trench  and  tunneling. 


Trees  and  Vegetation 

The  HST  project  has  the  potential  to  adversely  impact  trees  and  vegetation  located  ^ 
adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  right-of-way.  The  Comprehensive  Plan  includes  Goal  N-3  that 
calls  for  a  thriving  “urban  forest’  providing  ecological,  economic,  and  aesthetic  benefits 
for  Palo  Alto.  Policies  that  support  this  goal  include  Policy  N-14  that  calls  for  protection 
of  the  City  s  urban  forest  and  Policy  N-17  that  addresses  the  protection  and  preservation 
of  heritage  trees  on  public  and  private  property,  as  well  as  the  City’s  tree  protection 
ordinance  contained  in  Palo  Alto  Municipal  Code  Chapter  8. 10.  In  furtherance  of  these 
policies,  the  City  has  developed  a  Tree  Technical  Manual  that  establishes  specific 
technical  regulations,  standards  and  specifications  necessary  to  implement  the  City’s  Tree 
Preservation  and  Management  Regulations  adopted  in  1997.  The  analysis  in  the  EIR/EIS 
should: 


38.  Evaluate  alternatives  that  would  preserve  the  1,100  year  old  El  Palo  Alto  coast 

redwood  tree  and/or  minimize  impacts  on  this  historic  tree  and  historic  site.  This  tree 
has  the  distinction  of  being  the  first  and  oldest  living  California  Historic  Landmark 
and  has  a  life  expectancy  of  300  more  years.  Independent  agency  designations  of  this 
tree  are  as  follows:  ‘State  of  California  Historical  Landmark  No.  2-The  El  Palo  Alto’ 


jt  l 
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Redwood;  Santa  Clara  County,  ‘El  Palo  Alto — a  Point  of  Historical  Interest’  •  City  of  I 
Palo  Alto  ‘Heritage  Tree  #1\ 

^ _  f 

39.  Analyze  and  identify  mitigation  to  offset  the  impacts  of  loss  (removal  or  trimming)  tfl-A-l 
protected  trees  and  vegetation  screening  along  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  consistent 
with  the  City’s  Tree  Technical  Manual  Tree  Value  Replacement  Standard.  ^  fog 

Creeks 

The  proposed  project  has  the  potential  to  impact  several  creeks  in  Palo  Alto  that  cross  the 
Caltrain  right-of-way.  The  City’s  Comprehensive  Plan  Goal  N-2  that  calls  for  /  , 

conservation  of  creeks  and  riparian  areas  as  open  space  amenities,  natural  habitat  areas  fo  [  o  c 

and  elements  of  community  design.  Implementing  Comprehensive  Plan  policies  N-l  1,  N- 
12  and  N-l  3  call  for  preserving  the  integrity  of  riparian  corridors,  preserving  the  habitat  &  I 
value  of  creek  corridors  and  discouraging  creek  bank  instability  by  minimizing  site  J 

disturbance  and  vegetation  removal  on  or  near  creeks.  The  EIR/EIS  should: 

40.  Evaluate  construction  impacts  on  San  Francisquito  Creek,  Adobe  Creek,  Ban-on  Creek 
and  Matadero  Creek  channels  with  regard  to  riparian  habitat  and  creek  flows  and 
stability. 

Cultural  and  Historic  Resources 

The  HST  has  the  potential  to  adversely  impact  historic  properties  and  disturb  y 

archaeological  resources  located  adjacent  to  the  Cal  Train  Corridor.  Goal  L-7  of  the  M 

City’s  Comprehensive  Plan  calls  for  the  conservation  and  preservation  of  Palo  Alto’s  1  7 

historic  building,  sites  and  districts.  Policy  L-5 1  encourages  upkeep  and  preservation  of 

resources,  Policy  L-54  supports  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Statewide  Comprehensive 

Historic  Preservation  Plan  for  California  and  Policy  L-60  calls  for  the  protection  of  Palo 

Alto’s  archaeological  resources.  The  EIR/EIS  should: 

4 1 .  Evaluate  the  impact  on  historic  structures  listed  or  eligible  for  listing  on  the  National^ 

Register  of  Historic  Places  and/or  the  California  Register  of  Historical  Resources, 
structures  listed  on  the  City  of  Palo  Alto’s  Historic  Inventory,  and  areas  identified  as 

potential  National  Register  historic  districts  in  the  “Palo  Alto  Historical  Survey  ,  i-  i__r 

Update:  Final  Survey  Report”  by  Dames  &  Moore,  dated  February  2001 . 


a.  The  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Bridge,  a  1 902  steel  truss  bridge  that  is  eligible 
for  the  National  Register  and  is  adjacent  to  the  El  Palo  Alto  Tree; 

b.  The  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Depot  (currently  the  University  Avenue  Caltrain 
Depot),  listed  on  the  National  Register  and  listed  on  the  City’s  Historic 
Inventory  in  Category  1; 

c.  The  “Hostess  House”  designed  by  Julia  Morgan  in  1 9 1 8,  that  is  adjacent  to  the 
University  Avenue  Caltrain  Depot,  and  is  listed  on  the  National  Register  and 
on  the  Historic  Inventory  in  Category  1 ; 
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d.  The  University  Avenue  Underpass,  constructed  in  1941  and  eligible  for  the 
National  Register; 

e.  The  Embarcadero  Underpass,  constructed  in  1 936  and  eligible  for  the  National 
Register; 

f.  The  Mariposa  Avenue  component  of  the  potential  National  Register 
“Southgate”  historic  district; 

g.  3905  Park  Boulevard,  a  ca.  1905  residence  eligible  for  the  California  Register. 

h.  Significant  mid-twentieth  century  modem  properties  near  the  HST  project. 

42.  Identify  alternatives  that  would  avoid  or  minimize  project  impacts  on  identified 
historic  structures  or  areas. 

43.  Evaluate  the  change  in  context  for  the  historic  Caltrain  depot  even  if  the  building  is 
not  moved  or  directly  impacted.  The  addition  of  widened  tracks,  retaining  walls  and 
catenary  poles  immediately  adjacent  to  the  historic  train  station  could  have  an  impact 
on  the  depot. 


44.  Evaluate  impacts  and  provide  mitigation  to  offset  disturbance  of  any  Native  Americai/ 
archaeological  sites  located  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  right-of-way,  including  the  San 
Francisquito  Creek  and  Matadero  Creek  areas. 


Parks  and  Recreational  Opportunities 

The  HST  has  the  potential  to  impact  four  neighborhood  parks  that  provide  recreational 
areas  for  residents.  Comprehensive  Plan  Goal  C-4  calls  for  attractive,  well-maintained 
community  facilities  that  serve  Palo  Alto  residents.  Comprehensive  Plan  Policy  C-26 

calls  for  maintaining  and  enhancing  existing  park  facilities  and  implements  that  goal.  The/  "  ’  \  t 

EIR/EIS  should:  /  bQr/qffP®"  1 

45.  Evaluate  the  impact  on  City  dedicated  parks  and  recreational  opportunities,  including  /  C  ' 

El  Camino  Park,  Peers  Park,  Bowden  Park,  Robles  Park,  Ventura  Park  and  El  Palo 
Alto  Park.  This  would  include  impacts  on  the  loss  of  playing  fields  and  potential 
mitigations. 

46.  Evaluate  the  potential  for  a  linear  park  along  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  with  the 
tunneling  or  cut  and  cover  alternatives 


Population  and  Housing 

47.  Evaluate  the  project  impact  on  population  growth  and  increased  jobs;  evaluate  thej 
potential  for  worsening  of  the  jobs/housing  imbalance  in  Palo  Alto,  including  the 
impacts  on  infrastructure  and  new  infrastructure  to  support  jobs. 


y 


Climate  Change 


V 
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The  HRT  project  will  result  in  greenhouse  gas  emissions  particularly  during  construction.  , 

The  City’s  Climate  Protection  Plan  identifies  City  and  community  goals  to  reduce  carbon  ^ 
dioxide  emissions  by  1 5%  from  2005  levels  by  2020.  The  Comprehensive  Plan 
Amendment  now  being  prepared  will  provide  a  sustainability  component  to  help 

implement  these  goals.  The  HST  project  is  represented,  however,  as  reducing  greenhouse  D\N5^wV 
gases  by  providing  a  transportation  option  to  automobiles  and  airplanes.  The  EIR/EIS  ^  ^ 

should: 

48.  Provide  an  extensive  and  comprehensive  analysis  of  climate  change  impacts 
associated  with  the  implementation  of  the  various  options  and  alternatives  through  the 
mid-Peninsula  area  and  identify  measures  to  limit  greenhouse  gas  emissions  during 
construction  and  long-term  for  each  alignment  and  configuration. 

49.  Document  in  detail  how  the  project  and  this  alignment  in  particular  will  reduce 
greenhouse  gases,  as  compared  to  other  rail  or  transit  options. 

Land  Use  and  Urban  Design  Issues 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto ’s  Comprehensive  Plan  includes  an  extensive  number  of  goals  and 
policies  that  direct  new  construction  and  development  to  promote  maintenance  and 

enhancement  of  neighborhood  compatibility,  connections  and  services,  and  facilitation  of  oo) 

pedestrian,  bicycle  and  transit  access.  Goal  L-2  states:  “An  Enhanced  Sense  of  ,  ^  ^ 

“Community”  with  Development  Designed  to  Foster  Public  Life  and  Meet  Citywide  $r  ^  ^  JUcS 

Needs.”  Goal  L-3  states:  “Safe,  Attractive  Residential  Neighborhoods,  Each  With  Its  Own 
Distinct  Character  and  Within  Walking  Distance  of  Shopping,  Services,  Schools,  and/or  ^ 

Other  Public  Gathering  Places.”  The  Comprehensive  Plan  also  encourages  development  of 
transit  and  pedestrian-oriented  development  around  transit  stations  (Program  L-14)  and 
sllggesls  (Policy  L-27)  that  the  City  “Pursue  redevelopment  of  the  University  Avenue 
Multi-modal  Transit  Station  area  to  establish  a  link  between  University 
Avenue/Downtown  and  the  Stanford  Shopping  Center”  and  “Encourage  residential  and 
mixed  use  residential  development  in  the  California  Avenue  area”  (Policy  L-29).  The 
proposed  project,  therefore,  has  serious  potential  land  use  and  design  impacts  on  existing 
residential  and  commercial  areas,  but  also  significant  potential  for  appropriate  transit- 
oriented  development  opportunities.  The  EIR/EIS  should:  _ J 

50.  Identify  how  each  of  the  different  vertical  track  alignments  (i.e.  tunnel,  trench,  track  af7  .J 
grade,  elevated  track)  could  potentially  divide  or  connect  the  community,  in  /  M  ' 

comparison  to  the  City’s  Comprehensive  Plan  policies.  The  at-grade  and  (particularly)  / 
elevated  options  appear  to  have  substantial  likelihood  of  division  of  the  community.  L,  A/\ 

The  document  should,  for  those  options,  outline  measures  to  demonstrate  how  such  a  n 

project  can  enhance  the  community  by  providing  attractive  connections  and  /  • 

interactions  between  neighborhoods,  commercial  areas,  schools,  and  open 

spaces/parks. 
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51.  Evaluate  the  potential  land  use  and  design  impacts  of  associated  land  development  WK 
and/or  parking  resulting  from  the  construction  of  the  HST  facilities.  This  should 
include  working  with  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  staff,  Planning  and  Transportation 
Commission,  and  City  Council  to  define  a  range  of  land  use  scenarios  that  might 
generated  around  the  transit  stations. 

52.  Evaluate  the  potential  to  sell  development  rights  for  a  variety  of  residential, 
commercial,  community,  and/or  parkland  use  above  a  below  ground  rail  option,  an  i 

identify  the  likely  impacts  of  that  development.  \j~£2 

53.  Evaluate  how  a  potential  HST  station  in  Palo  Alto  would  affect  right-of-way  need?*  ^  ^  ' 

and  potential  impacts  of  high  intensity  land  use  development  around  such  a  station. 

Impacts  to  be  considered  should  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  traffic  and  parking, 
visual  resources,  noise,  open  space,  and  cultural/historic  resources. 


54.  Propose  innovative  urban  design  solutions  for  underground,  afg 


structures  that  provide  for  open  passage  and  connections,  attractive  fences  and  walls 


(where  such  fences  and  walls  are  absolutely  necessary),  extensiv 
furniture,  and  pedestrian  and  bicycle  amenities,  etc. 


ade  and/or  elevated1 


landscaping,  street 

Kj?[  M£tY^CS 


&  { ,  • 

#  i  ffecwWf cm, 
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Economic  and  Property  Value  Impacts 

The  Caltrain  alignment  through  Palo  Alto  covers  approximately  3.8  miles,  adjacent  to 
hundreds  of  residences,  as  well  as  commercial  development,  a  school  (Palo  Alto  High 
School),  and  three  parks  (El  Camino,  Peers,  and  Bowden).  The  project  development  could 
not  only  have  environmental  impacts  on  many  of  those  properties,  but  could  directly 
affect  property  values,  business  viability,  and,  in  some  cases,  may  even  involve  eminent 
domain  to  purchase  all  or  portions  of  some  of  the  properties.  This  appears  to  particularly 
be  the  case  for  the  at-grade  and  elevated  track  options,  which  may  require  additional  right- 
of-way.  While  economic  impacts  are  not  generally  required  to  be  addressed  in  an  EIR,  the 
City  of  Palo  Alto  believes  such  impacts  appropriately  should  be  addressed  for  this  project. 
The  EIR/EIS  or  a  separate  economic  analysis  should:  _ 


55.  Evaluate  the  potential  positive  and  negative  impacts  on  real  property  values  of 
adjacent  and  nearby  properties  due  to  the  project.  The  analysis  should  consider  the 
economic  impacts  of  noise,  vibration,  increased  daily  train  operations,  visual  impact^ 
of  elevated  structures,  and  changes  to  circulation  and  access  associated  with  the 
project.  The  analysis  should  use  property  values  based  on  individual  communities,  n 
a  regional  or  county-wide  average. 

56.  Evaluate  the  potential  for  economic  benefits  derived  from  having  a  station  in  Palo  Alto 
attracting  new  business,  and  of  potential  air  rights  development  above  an  underground 
HST. 


la 
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57.  Analyze  construction  and  engineering  techniques  that  would  reduce  construction  noie^  ^  ^  ,  cho^ 

and  excavation  impacts  on  adjacent  properties,  and  to  preserve  existing  vegetation  \  M 

and/or  provide  extensive  new  mitigation  screening.  \\fi 

58.  Evaluate  economic  impacts  to  Palo  Alto  business  districts  that  are  in  close  proximity^]  n,  . 

to  the  rail  line  and  construction,  including  Downtown  Palo  Alto,  California  Avenue 

Business  District,  Town  and  Country  Village,  Alma  Plaza,  and  Stanford  Shopping  Jh, 

Center.  Impacts  to  be  assessed  should  include  both  construction  period  impacts  due  t  >  u_c, 
reduced  access  or  traffic  detours  and  longer  term  impacts  of  noise  and  visual  ^ 

alterations  near  these  businesses.  _ _ 

59.  Estimate  the  costs  of  construction  and  of  mitigation  measures  and  identify  who)  would 

be  responsible  for  bearing  the  costs.  ^ 

The  Review  Process 

It  is  critical  to  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  that  the  process  of  preparing  the  EIR/EIS  and 
reviewing  the  alignment  and  construction  options  for  the  project  be  a  collaborative 

process  between  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (CHSRA),  Caltrain,  and  the  .  r  ,  I 

City  (and  other  affected  cities).  Toward  this  end,  the  CHSRA  should: 


60.  Provide  a  draft  Scoping  Report  for  review  by  the  City  and  the  public  following  the 
scoping  period  and  prior  to  developing  any  detailed  designs.  The  draft  report  should 
indicate  what  alignments  and  alternatives  will  be  considered,  and  should  list 
mitigation  measures  suggested  by  the  scoping  comments.  The  report  should  also 
identify  which  comments  will  not  be  addressed  in  the  EIR/EIS,  and  why.  A  period  of 
45  days  should  be  provided  for  the  City  (and  others)  to  work  with  the  CHSRA  to 
finalize  the  outline  of  the  document. 

6 1 .  Develop  a  CHSRA  Interim  Status  Report  subsequent  to  outlining  the  basic  alignment, 

right-of-way,  station  location,  and  other  alternatives,  but  prior  to  developing  a  Draft 
EIR/EIS.  This  Interim  Report  should  include  updated  information  regarding:  J 

a.  Ridership  forecasts  and  operational  (schedule)  estimates  for  the  HST  and 
Caltrain 

b.  Preliminary  feasibility  of  potential  HST  station  locations  ' 

c.  The  number  of  tracks  and  right-of-way  widths  for  each  segment  of  the  line 
through  Palo  Alto 

d.  Likely  eminent  domain  required  for  each  configuration 

e.  Expected  construction  period  details  and  phasing 

A  period  of  45  days  should  be  provided  for  City  and  public  input  on  the  report,  to 
identify  the  focus  of  the  remaining  EIR/EIS  analysis  and  preliminaiy  engineering.  _ 


% 7  fyMxhrMl 
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62.  The  CHSRA  and  Caltrain  should  work  with  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  on  a 
regular  basis,  to  identify  key  issues  and  attempt  to  work  collaboratively  towards 
acceptable  approaches.  A  core  group  of  each  organization  should  meet  on  at  least  a 
monthly  basis,  and  more  frequently  as  necessary,  to  assure  consistent  and  reliable 
information  exchange,  and  to  identify  opportunities  for  the  rail  agencies  to  provide 
outreach  to  the  larger  community. 


The  City  of  Palo  Alto  appreciates  the  opportunity  to  provide  these  comments  on  the  scope 
of  work  for  the  Environmental  Impact  Report  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project.  The  City  looks  forward  to  working  with  CAHSR 
staff  on  an  ongoing  basis  to  review  alternatives,  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  for  this 
important  project. 


Please  contact  James  Keene,  City  Manager,  at  650-329-2563  for  further  information  and 
coordination. 


Sincerely, 


Peter  Drekmeier,  Mayor 
Enclosures 

Palo  Alto  Standards  of  Significance 

cc:  City  Council 

James  Keene,  City  Manager 
Dominic  Spaethling,  CAHSR 
Chamber  of  Commerce 
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ATTACHMENT  B 


MEMORANDUM  OF  UNDERSTANDING 

AMONG  THE  CITIES  OF _ ,  AND_ 

FOR  THE  PENINSULA  CITIES  CONSORTIUM 


This  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (this  “Agreement,”)  dated  2009  is 

among  the  Cities  of _  ’ 


(collectively  referred  to  as  “Peninsula  Cities”). 

RECITALS 


THIS  AGREEMENT  is  made  with  reference  to  the  following: 

A.  The  Peninsula  Cities  of _ __ _ collectively 

have  agreed  to  come  together  as  a  group  to  form  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium 
(“Consortium”)  for  the  purpose  of  providing  information  and  input  for  the  purpose  of 
working  collaboratively  with  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority,  Caltrain,  and  any 
other  entity  involved,  as  of  the  date  of  this  agreement  or  in  the  future,  in  approving  and 
constructing  the  high-speed  train  project  on  the  Peninsula  (collectively  “Rail  Authority”). 

B.  The  individual  Peninsula  Cities  have  come  together  to  form  the  Consortium  because  they 
recognize  that,  although  each  individual  city  faces  unique  and  location-specific 
challenges  with  respect  to  the  high-speed  train  project,  all  of  the  Peninsula  Cities  also 
share  many  similar  concerns  and  the  strong  underlying  belief  that  particular  care  must  be 
taken  to  integrate  high-speed  rail  into  the  living  fabric  of  the  Peninsula. 

C.  The  purpose  of  the  Consortium  is  to  work  toward  collective  policy  and  procedural 
positions  to  represent  the  united  interests  shared  by  all  Peninsula  Cities,  while  also 
supporting  each  city  in  achieving  goals  and  solutions  appropriate  to  their  individualized 
location  and  needs. 

D.  The  Consortium  desires  to  inform  the  Rail  Authority  of  its  concerns  about  environmental 
issues  including,  but  not  limited  to,  comments  about  the  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  be  prepared  pursuant  to  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  and  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act. 

E.  While  all  of  the  Peninsula  Cities  may  have  different  points  of  view  on  some  issues,  this 
Agreement  outlines  a  set  of  objectives  that  are  common  to  all  Peninsula  Cities.  *  The 
Consortium  intends  to  speak  as  one  voice  on  these  and  other  issues  of  mutual  agreement 
concerning  the  future  of  the  High-Speed  Rail. 

F.  The  Consortium’s  intent  is  to  be  the  principal  representative  of  the  Peninsula  Cities  on  all 
common  interests  concerning  High-Speed  Rail  as  it  continues  up  the  Peninsula. 

G.  The  Peninsula  Cities  continue  to  support  Caltrain  and  its  efforts  to  upgrade  its  rail  service 
on  the  Peninsula  and  intends  to  supplement  Caltrain’ s  role  regarding  high-speed  train 
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service  by  providing  more  direct  interaction  with  the  cities  potentially  affected  by  High- 

Speed  Rail. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  hereby  agrees  as  follows: 

1.  This  Agreement  shall  create  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  whose  purpose  shall  be 
furthering  the  Peninsula  Cities’  mutual  interests  by  conveying  their  opinions,  input  and 
information  to  the  Rail  Authority,  while  also  supporting  each  city  in  achieving  goals  and 
solutions  appropriate  to  their  individualized  location  and  needs. 

2.  The  members  of  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  agree  to  the  following  objectives: 

a.  The  Rail  Authority  should  consult  with  and  obtain  input  from  the  Peninsula 
Cities  Consortium  prior  to  and  throughout  designing,  analyzing  and  determining  the  final 
alignment  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  through  the  Peninsula  Cities. 

b.  I  he  Rail  Authority  should  consult  with  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  in 
order  to  determine  the  range  of  project  alternatives  and  mitigation  measures  to  be  evaluated  in 
the  Environmental  Impact  Report. 

c.  The  Rail  Authority  should  consult  with  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  in 
order  to  determine  the  ultimate  design  of  the  train  tracks,  equipment,  and  technology. 

d.  The  Rail  Authority  should  consult  with  the  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  in 
order  to  determine  where  the  High-Speed  Rail  shall  be  located;  be  it  underground,  in  a  trench  or 
any  other  design.  The  Rail  Authority  should  evaluate  the  full  range  of  grade  options.  The  final 
design  should  minimize  the  impacts  upon  local  communities  and  incorporate  best  practices  of 
urban  design  ideas  from  rail  communities  around  the  world. 

3.  The  Mayor  of  each  participating  City  shall  appoint  one  member  and  two  alternates. 
The  alternates  may  attend  the  meeting  with  the  voting  member,  but  each  City  will  have  one  vote. 
One  of  the  alternates  may  be  a  staff  member  of  the  City.  The  member  and  at  least  one  alternate 
shall  be  an  elected  member  of  the  governing  body  of  the  City. 

4.  Voting  shall  be  by  a  majority  vote  of  all  Consortium  Cities  eligible  to  vote.  A 
majority  vote  by  all  Cities  eligible  to  vote  is  required  to  set  the  policy  for  the  Consortium.  The 
Chair  shall  determine  all  tie  votes.  However,  each  individual  City  may  choose  to  take  a  policy 
position  which  is  independent  of  the  Consortium,  and  positions  taken  by  the  Consortium  shall 
not  be  binding  on  any  City. 

5.  The  Consortium  shall  be  established  after  five  cities  have  formally  agreed  to  join  the 
Consortium.  Once  established,  the  Consortium  shall  select  a  Chair  and  a  Vice  Chair.  The  Chair 
shall  call  and  chair  each  meeting  and  is  appointed  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Consortium 
consistent  with  the  principles  listed  above.  The  Vice  Chair  shall  serve  in  the  event  that  the  Chair 
is  unavailable.  The  term  of  the  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  shall  be  one  year  from  the  original  date  of 
election.  The  Chair  and  Vice  Chair  shall  be  from  different  cities  and  must  be  elected  officials. 
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6.  The  Chair  may  appoint  subcommittees  which  shall  study  issues  and  report  back  to  the 
Consortium  to  further  additional  policy  positions. 

7.  Any  City  may  join  the  Consortium  at  any  time  upon  approval  of  this  Agreement  by 
its  City  Council,  and  any  City  may  withdraw  from  membership  at  any  time  by  providing  notice 
to  the  Chair. 

8.  A  quorum  shall  consist  of  50%  of  the  member  cities  plus  one. 


9.  This  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (“M.O.U.”)  does  not  create  a  new  or  separate 
legal  entity,  joint  venture  or  Joint  Powers  Authority.  The  M.O.U.  is  an  agreement  amongst 
cities  to  work  together  utilizing  their  own  resources. 


IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  the  Parties  have  executed  this  Agreement  as  of  the  date  first  set 
forth  above. 


CITY  OF  PALO  ALTO  CITY  OF 


By: _ 

Mayor 


By: _ 

Mayor 


By: _  By: _ 

City  Manager  City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM:  APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


City  Attorney 


City  Attorney 


CITY  OF 

By:  _ 

Mayor 

By:. _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
City  Attorney 


CITY  OF 

By: _ 

Mayor 

By: _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
City  Attorney 
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CITY  OF 


CITY  OF 


By: _ 

Mayor 

By:_ _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


By: _ 

■  Mayor 

By: _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


City  Attorney 


City  Attorney 


CITY  OF 

By: _ ' 

Mayor 

By: _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


CITY  OF 

By: _ _ _ 

Mayor 

By: _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM 


City  Attorney 


City  Attorney 


CITY  OF 


CITY  OF 


By: _ 

Mayor 


By: _ 

Mayor 


By:  _ _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


By: _ 

City  Manager 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
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City  Attorney 


City  Attorney 


!S 


.  <• 


* 


\ 


t 


*. 
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ATTACHMENT  A 


City  of  Palo  Alto 

City  Manager’s  Report 


TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

REPORT  TYPE: 


HONORABLE  CITY  COUNCIL 

CITY  MANAGER  DEPARTMENT:  PLANNING 

AND  COMMUNITY  ENVIRONMENT 

MARCH  2, 2009  CMR:  146:09 

REPORT  OF  OFFICIALS 


SUBJECT:  Status  Report  and  Review  of  Draft  Scoping  Comments  Regarding  California 
High  Speed  Train  (HST)  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS,  and 
Authorization  to  Proceed  with  Next  Steps 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff  recommends  that  the  City  Council: 

1.  Direct  the  Mayor  to  establish  a  City  Council  High  Speed  Train  Subcommittee  of  three 

members  to  represent  Palo  Alto  in  meetings  with  other  Peninsula  cities,  regional  agencies 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (Authority)  working  meetings  with  the  City  ^ 
staff.  „  '  J  \ 

2.  Authorize  the  Mayor  to  sign  the  joint  letter  (Attachment  A)  from  participating  Peninsula 
cities  to  the  Authority  (Authority)  requesting  that  Authority  staff  and  design  team  work 
collaboratively  with  the  cities  to  develop  optimal  design  alternatives  for  the  HST  and  to 
ensure  that  the  cities  concerns  are  addressed  in  the  environmental  and  engineering  analysis. 

3.  Review  the  draft  list  of  scoping  comments  (Attachment  B)  to  be  included  in  a  letter  to  the 
Authority  on  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS  and  direct  staff  to  return  to 
Council  prior  to  the  April  6  scoping  comment  period  deadline  to  review  and  finalize  the 
City’s  comment  letter. 

4.  Authorize  the  Mayor  to  enter  into  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  among  Peninsula  citier 

to  form  a  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  for  the  purpose  of  representing  to  the  Authority  the 
united  interests  of  Peninsula  cities  in  the  High  Speed  Train  Project.  c 

5.  Direct  staff  to  return  to  Council  with  HST  policy  statements  for  Council  approval. 

6.  Direct  staff  to  consider  the  need  for  funding  of  urban  design  and/or  engineering  consultant 
services  for  expertise  in  HST  design  in  the  2010-2011  operating  budget  to  supplement  staff 
resources. 
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BACKGROUND 

On  November  4,  2008  the  voters  passed  Proposition  1A,  which  authorized  $9.95  billion  in  bond 
funds  to  plan  and  build  the  California  High  Speed  Train  Project  (HST).  The  HST  project  will 
construct  an  800  mile  high  speed  train  system  between  San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles.  The 
HST  will  be  electrified  and  hilly  grade-separated.  With  bullet  trains  operating  at  speeds  up  to 
220  mph  in  rural  areas  and  up  to  125  mph  on  the  Peninsula,  the  express  travel  time  from 
downtown  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  will  be  just  under  2  ‘A  hours. 

The  Authority  is  the  state  entity  responsible  for  planning,  constructing,  and  operating  the  high¬ 
speed  train  system.  The  Authority  has  a  nine-member  policy  board  (five  appointed  by  the 
Governor,  two  appointed  by  the  Senate  Rules  Committee,  and  two  by  the  Speaker  of  the 
Assembly),  and  a  small  core  staff.  All  environmental,  planning,  and  engineering  work  is 
performed  by  private  firms  under  contract  with  the  Authority.  The  Authority  and  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  (FRA)  are  the.  agencies  responsible  for  preparation  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIR)  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  project.  The  Authority  is  currently  in  discussions  with  the  Caltrain 
Joint  Powers  Board  (Caltrain)  regarding  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  that  would  result  in  a 
combined  Caltrain/HST  project  on  the  Peninsula. 

In  2008,  the  Authority  and  FRA  approved  the  Program  EIR/EIS  for  the  Central  Valley  to  Bay 
Area  FIST  project,  and  selected  the  Pacheco  Pass  route  from  the  Central  Valley  to  San  Francisco 
via  San  Jose,  and  the  Peninsula  along  the  Caltrain  corridor.  HST  stations  were  designated  in  San 
Francisco,  San  Jose,  and  Millbrae  with  an  optional  mid-peninsula  station  in  Palo  Alto  or 
Redwood  City.  One  of  these  two  cities,  or  neither,  could  be  selected  as  a  designated  station  by 
the  Authority  during  the  project  level  EIR/EIS  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  project. 

On  December  15,  2008,  the  City  Council  directed  staff  to  prepare  a  report  within  60  days  that 
responded  to  a  number  of  questions  and  concerns  about  the  impacts  on  and  implications  for  Palo 
Alto  related  to  the  overall  FIST  project  and  Palo  Alto  as  a  potential  HST  station  (Attachment  C). 

On  January  16,  2009  City  staff  received  a  briefing  from  HST  staff  for  the  San  Jose  to  San 
Francisco  FIST  project,  their  engineering  consultants,  and  Caltrain  representatives  on  the  specific 
work  and  schedule  of  the  project. 

Scoping  meetings  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  FIST  train  project  EIR/EIS  were  held  in  late 
January,  including  a  meeting  for  Santa  Clara  County  on  January  29, 2009.  The  FIST  presentation 
for  the  scoping  meetings  is  provided  as  Attachment  D.  The  Authority  originally  set  a  deadline  of 
March  6  for  scoping  comments.  At  the  request  of  Palo  Alto  (see  Attachment  E,  letter  from 
Mayor  Drckmeier)  and  other  concerned  jurisdictions,  the  comment  period  has  been  extended  one 
month  to  April  6,  2009  (Attachment  F). 

On  February  17,  Council  Member  Kishimoto  and  City  staff  and  CAHSR  consultants  participated 
in  a  meeting  sponsored  by  the  Southgate  neighborhood  at  the  PAUSD  Administrative  Offices  on 
the  HST  project.  Over  100  residents  attended  the  meeting.  FAQs  from  that  meeting  have  been 
posted  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.  citvofpaloaUo.  ors/cahsr. 
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On  February  26,  2009  a  community  meeting  was  sponsored  by  the  Authority  at  Mitchell  Park 
Community  Center  to  inform  the  community  about  the  HST  project  in  Palo  Alto.  Staff  will 
provide  a  verbal  report  on  the  meeting  at  the  March  2nd  Council  meeting. 

DISCUSSION 


Response  to  Council  Questions 

In  response  to  the  Council  Colleagues’  memo  assignment,  staff  has  prepared  the  following 
responses  to  the  Council’s  questions  based  on  information  that  is  currently  available.  Please  note 
that  some  of  the  questions  and  responses  have  been  grouped  together  to  address  related  or 
overlapping  issues,  so  the  questions  below  are  not  in  the  same  order  as  in  the  Colleagues’  Memo. 


1.  What  criteria  and  timeframe  will  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  use  to  select  final  station 
locations? 


\ 


The  Project  EIR/EIS  and  30%  preliminary  design  will  be  completed  by  the  end  of  201 1 ,  with  the 
issuance  of  a  NEPA  Record  of  Decision.  Authority  staff  has  indicated  the  15%  design  will  be 
completed  within  one  year. 


The  Authority  has  issued  guidelines  for  station  area  development  as  outlined  in  the  Bay  Area  to 
Central  Valley  Pinal  Program  EIR/EIS.  The  HST  Station  Area  Development  principles  and 
Station  Area  Development  Guidelines  are  provided  as  Attachment  G.  In  summary,  the  Authority 
will  use  the  following  criteria  in  selecting  station  locations: 


Station  locations  must  have  the  potential  to  promote  higher  density,  mixed  use,  pedestrian 
accessible  development. 

The  responsible  local  governments  are  expected  to  provide  for  transit-oriented 
development  (TOD)  around  station  locations  through  planning  and  zoning. 

Give  priority  to  stations  where  the  local  agency  has  adopted  station  area  TOD  plans  and 
general  plans  that  prioritize  development  on  TOD  areas. 

Local  governments  are  expected  to  finance  public  spaces  needed  to  support  the 
pedestrian/bicycle  station  area  amenities  and  facilities. 


-if) 


The  Program  EIR/EIS  included  a  description  and  comparison  of  the  Redwood  City  and  Palo  Alto 
stations.  Both  were  judged  similar  in  terms  of  costs,  construction,  right-of-way  and 
environmental  impacts,  with  Palo  Alto  offering  potentially  higher  ridership  and  transit 
connectivity.  Both  will  be  studied  in  the  Project  EIR/EIS.  It  is  expected  that  the  decisions  on  the 
mid-peninsula  stop  at  either  Redwood  City  or  Palo  Alto,  or  neither,  will  be  made  bv  the 
Authority  by  2011. 


The  Authority  will  also  evaluate  the  viability  of  a  mid-Peninsuia  HST  stop  in  conjunction  with 
the  outcome  of  the  operational  analysis  of  the  entire  HST  system  and  the  Authority’s 
determination  of  whether  such  a  stop  is  compatible  with  the  .goals  for  the  HST  running  time 
between  San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles. 


I 
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3.  What  impact  will  HST have  on  existing  Caltrain  service? 

The  joint  planning  process  the  Authority  and  Caltrain  will  undertake  in  the  coming  year  will 
provide  more  information  about  any  potential  impacts  or  changes  in  existing  Caltrain  service. 

The  HST  service  plan  assumes  the  need  for  four  tracks  along  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  instead  of 
the  current  two.  The  inside  tracks  would  be  shared  by  HST  and  Caltrain  Baby  Bullet  express 
trains,  and  the  two  outside  tracks  would  handle  local  Caltrain  service  and  off-peak  Union  Pacific 
freight  trains. 

A  critical  milestone  for  the  project  is  the  completion  of  the  operational  model  for  the  entire  HST 
system,  which  will  show  how  the  system  can  achieve  the  timetables  set  forth  in  the  Program 
EIR/EIS.  The  operational  model  that  is  being  developed  will  analyze  the  two  systems  will  co¬ 
exist  along  the  right-of-way  and  if  the  number  of  trains  planned  for  each  system  by  2030  can  be 
achieved.  For  example,  the  HST  plan  calls  for  9  trains  per  hour  during  the  peak  periods;  Caltrain 
currently  runs  8  trains  per  hour  during  the  peak.  The  operational  plan  will  determine  if  and  how 
these  objectives  can  be  achieved.  The  operating  plan  will  is  expected  to  be  completed  by 
summer. 

i 

The  EIR/EIS  will  examine  a  No  Project  alternative  which  would  assume  no  HST  project  between 
San  Jose  and  San  Francisco,  which  in  principle,  would  keep  Caltrain  service  as  currently 
provided  and  planned  for  in  Caltrain’s  long  range  plan  (Caltrain  2025  Plan).  However,  a 
permutation  of  the  No  Project  alternative  which  staff  believes  should  be  evaluated  would  be  an 
enhanced,  fully  grade-separated  Caltrain  service  functioning  as  the  high  speed  train  connection 
between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco. 

The  most  critical  issue  related  to  Caltrain  service  is  the  constructability  of  the  HST  system  while 
maintaining  Caltrain  service  over  several  years  of  construction.  These  issues  will  be  fully 
addressed  during  the  EIR/EIS  and  preliminary  engineering  process. 

5.  How  and  when  will  decisions  be  made  on  how  HST  and  Caltrain  will  pass  through  Palo  Alto 
(trench,  raised,  underground,  ground  level)  and  how  options  might  be  financed  since  the 
existing  bond  financing  will  not  be  sufficient? 

The  decisions  on  the  method  of  construction  for  the  HST  in  Palo  Alto  will  be  made  by  the 
Authority  at  the  conclusion  of  the  EIR/EIS  project  and  30%  design. 

Measure  1A  specified  that  no  more  than  50%  of  the  funding  for  any  HST  segment  can  come 
from  the  bond  measure,  with  the  remaining  50%  coming  from  federal  and  local  sources, 
including  private  funding/private  partnerships.  Local  financial  support  would  include  cost 
sharing  with  local  agencies,  contribution  of  right-of-way  (e.g.,  Caltrain),  commercial  concessions 
at  train  station,  local  revenues  from  transit-oriented  development,  and  cooperative  funding  with 
local  transit  agencies.  The  contribution  of  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  is  also  a  substantial  local 
contribution. 
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The  Caltrain  right-of  way  in  Paio  Aito  varies  considerably  from  as  narrow  as  60’  (at  Peers  Park) 
to  over  160’  at  the  two  Caltrain  stations.  The  remainder  of  the  right-of-way  typically  varies  from 
75 !  to  110’ wide. 


Four  profiles  for  the  HST  project  in  Palo  Alto  were  identified  in  the  Programmatic  EIR  for  the 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  project  (See  Attachment  I).  The  first.  Figure  CC-3,  depicts  the  four 
track  right-of-way  with  tracks  elevated  or  depressed  approximately  10  feet.  The  second,  Figure 
CC-4,  shows  the  potential  highway  overpass  or  underpass  configurations.  The  third,  Figure  CC- 
8,  shows  the  four  tracks  at  grade.  These  exhibits  show  a  required  right-of-way  for  the  tracks  of  a 
minimum  of  74’.  As  mentioned  above,  there  are  segments  of  the  right-of-way  that  are  narrower 
than  this  minimum  and  additional  right-of-way  could  be  required.  The  fourth,  Figure  CC-S1 
depicts  the  right-of-way  requirements  at  the  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  station  and  more  than 
140’  at  the  station.  However,  this  figure  may  be  subject  to  change.  During  meetings  with 
Authority  staff,  there  has  been  discussion  about  the  potential  need  for  six  tracks  or  more  at  a 
station.  This  will  be  determined  as  the  Authority  moves  into  more  detailed  design  of  the  system.  I 

The  above-grade  and  at-grade  profiles  raise  significant  concerns  about  potential  aesthetics  and 
visual  impacts,  noise,  land  use,  right-of-way,  loss  of  property  values,  circulation  and  construction 
impacts  of  the  HST  project.  HST  staff  has  committed  to  studying  undergrounding  as  a  project 
alternative.  Staff  believes  this  should  be  a  full  alternatives  analysis  at  the  same  level  as  the 
project  analysis.  Undergrounding  has  the  potential  to  reduce  or  eliminate  many  of  these  impacts^ 

Undergrounding  of  the  tracks  could  further  provide  the  opportunity  for  air  rights  development  ^ 
above  the  rail  lines  within  the  Caltrain  corridor  to  offset  the  cost  differential  between  at- 


City  Council  members  have  been  meeting  with  representatives  of  other  peninsula  jurisdictions  to 
develop  a  framework  that  would  enable  the  local  communities  to  have  a  stronger  voice  and 
potentially  a  formal  role  in  the  decisions  about  whether  the  railroad  will  be  at  grade,  elevated  or 
underground  within  the  mid-peninsula  (see  discussion  of  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium,  below). 


J 

A  \ 


2.  What  are  the  potential  cost  impacts  to  the  city  should  Palo  Alto  be  designated  as  a  HST 
station? 

4.  What  are  the  anticipated,  land  use,  infrastructure,  and  environmental  impacts  of  a  HST 
station?  ' 

6.  What  are  the  potential  economic  development  impacts  to  Palo  Alto? 


The  HST  Business  Plan  Engineering  Element  (October  2008)  states  that  as  the  project  proceeds 
to  more  detailed  study,  local  governments  will  be  engaged  to  discuss  planning  and  zoning  for 
transit-oriented  development  around  high  speed  train  stations  and  to  review  opportunities  to 
finance  (e.g.  through  value-enhancement,  tax  increment,  or  other  financing  techniques)  and 
maintain  the  public  spaces  needed  to  support  the  pedestrian  traffic  generated  for  the  HST  project. 

The  Authority  will  be  looking  for  land  use  decisions  by  local  agencies  that  will  contribute  to  a 
successful,  high  ridership,  profitable  HST  station.  The  Authority  has  stated  that  they  expect 
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station  area  plans  to  be  developed  and  adopted  for  all  areas  within  'A  miles  radius  of  a  HST 
station  that  provide  for  higher  mixed-use  TOD  development  than  in  the  surrounding  areas. 

The  traffic  circulation  and  parking  impacts  related  to  a  Palo  Alto  HST  station  will  be  analyzed  in 
the  EIR/EIS.  The  fact  sheet  for  a  potential  Palo  Alto  station  in  the  Program  EIR/EIS,  calls  for  a 
new  850  space,  four  level  parking  garage  located  at  the  southern  end  of  El  Camino  Park.  The 
Authority  expects  parking  to  be  market  rate  (no  free  parking).  This  description  is  not  specific 
enough  to  determine  if  the  parking  structure  is  envisioned  over  existing  playing  fields  or  could 
be  in  the  area  of  the  existing  VTA  transit  center.  Either  option  has  land  use  implications  for  Palo 
Alto. 

Economic  impacts  to  downtown  or  other  areas  of  the  City  and  relative  to  City  services  have  not 
been  estimated,  and  will  be  highly  dependent  on  the  options  chosen,  particularly  whether  there  is 
a  station  in  Palo  Alto,  the  extent  of  right-of-way  required,  and  potential  land  use  changes.  While 
an  economic  analysis  is  not  required  in  the  EIR/EIS  process,  staff  believes  the  City  should 
request  such  an  analysis  within  or  simultaneous  to  the  environmental  review. 

7.  What  are  the  options  for  how  HST  operates  on  the  Peninsula  such  as  speed  and  frequency 
and  what  mitigations  are  envisioned? 

The  Ridership  and  Revenue  Forecasts  prepared  for  the  Program  EIR/EIS  (see  Attachment  H)  call 
for  a  total  of  256  trains  daily  on  the  system,  including  222  trains  operating  between  San  Jose  and 
San  Francisco.  In  the  peak  hours  of  6  am  to  9  am  and  4  pm  to  7  pm,  57  trains  would  operate  on 
average  every  9  minutes  in  each  direction.  During  the  off-peak  hours  of  5  am  to  6  am,  midday 
and  evenings  until  midnight,  71  trains  would  operate  approximately  every  1 1  minutes  between 
San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles  in  each  direction.  The  projections  indicate  that  30  of  the  57  peak 
period  trains  and  43  of  the  off-peak  trains  in  each  direction  would  stop  at  the  Palo  Alto  or 
Redwood  City  station.  The  maximum  speed  of  trains  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  would  be  1251 
miles  per  hour.  Caltrain  currently  operates  at  a  maximum  speed  of  79  mph.  This  service  plan  is  I 
currently  being  revisited  as  part  of  the  project  level  EIR. 

8.  What  are  the  potential  economic  benefits  of  HST  access  in  Palo  Alto ?  What  are  the  potential 
impacts  if  the  station  were  located  in  Redwood  City? 

Potential  economic  benefits  of  HST  access  could  result  from  increased  growth,  enhanced 
property  values  (at  least  for  newly  developed  and  redeveloping  parcels)  and  visitorship  to  the 
City  as  a  destination  point  or  stopover  on  the  route.  If  a  station  is  located  in  Redwood  City  (or  no 
mid-Peninsula  station  is  provided  at  all),  economic  benefits  still  might  be  accrued  from  improved 
transit  access  to  and  from  Palo  Alto.  Quantification  of  those  benefits  has  not  been  initiated,  and 
staff  again  recommends  that  the  Council  request  the  Authority  to  evaluate  the  economic  benefits 
and  costs  as  part  of  or  simultaneous  with  the  preparation  of  the  EIR/EIS. 

Scoping  Comments 

On  January  8,  2009,  the  Authority  issued  a  Notice  of  Preparation  inviting  comments  on  the  scope 
of  work  to  be  included  in  the  Project  EIR/EIS.  Staff  has  prepared  the  attached  draft  scoping 
comments  for  Council  review  and  comment,  prior  to  incorporating  the  comments  into  a  letter  to 
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ATTACHMENT  C 


PLANNING  &  TRANSPORTA  TION 

DIVISION 

STAFF  REPORT 


TO: 

FROM: 


AGENDA  DATE: 
SUBJECT: 


PLANNING  &  TRANSPORTATION  COMMISSION 

Gayle  Likens  DEPARTMENT:  Planning  and 

Transportation  Manager  Community  Environment 

March  18, 2009 


Review  of  Draft  Scoping  Comments  Regarding  California  High  Speed 
Train  (HST)  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS 


RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff  recommends  that  the  Planning  and  Transportation  Commission  review  and  provide 
comments  on  the  scope  of  work  to  be  included  in  the  California  High  Speed  Train  (HST)  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS.  The  draft  list  of  issues  were  included  as  Attachment  B  to 
the  attached  March  2nd  City  Council  staff  report  (CMR:146:09).  An  updated  draft  letter  of  the 

City’s  comments  will  be  provided  under  separate  cover  to  the  Commission  prior  to  the  March  1 8 
meeting. 

BACKGROUND 

On  March  2,  2009,  the  City  Council  heard  a  status  report,  accepted  public  comment  and 
reviewed  draft  scoping  comments  regarding  the  California  High  Speed  Train  San  Francisco  to 
San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS.  The  Council  voted  unanimously  to  take  the  following  actions: 

1)  Direct  the  Mayor  to  establish  a  City  Council  High  Speed  Train  Subcommittee  of  three 
members  to  represent  Palo  Alto  in  meetings  with  other  Peninsula  cities,  regional  agencies 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (Authority)  working  meetings  with  the  City 


2)  Authorize  the  Mayor  to  sign  the  joint  letter  from  participating  Peninsula  cities  to  the 
Authority  requesting  that  Authority  staff  and  the  design  team  work  collaboratively  with  the 
cities  to  develop  optimal  design  alternatives  for  the  HST  and  to  ensure  that  the  cities’ 
concerns  are  addressed  in  the  environmental  and  engineering  analysis  (see  Attachment  B). 
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3)  Review  the  draft  list  of  scoping  comments  to  be  included  in  a  letter  to  the  Authority  on  the 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS  and  direct  Staff  to  return  to  Council  prior  to  the) 
April  6  scoping  comment  period  deadline  to  review  and  finalize  the  City’s  comment  letter. 

4)  Authorize  the  City  Council  subcommittee  to  recommend  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
(MOU)  among  Peninsula  cities  to  form  a  Peninsula  Cities  Consortium  for  the  purpose  of 
representing  to  the  Authority  the  united  interests  of  Peninsula  cities  in  the  High  Speed  Train 
Project  to  return  with  the  MOU  to  Council. 

5)  Direct  Staff  to  consider  the  need  for  funding  of  urban  design  and/or  engineering  consultant 
services  for  expertise  in  HST  design  in  the  FY  2010  and  FY  2011  operating  budget  to 
supplement  Staff  resources. 

6)  Refer  scoping  letter  and  relevant  transportation  and  land  use  policy  issues  to  the  Planning 
and  Transportation  Commission  including  discussing  the  issue  of  locating  a  station  at 
University  Avenue  in  Palo  Alto. 

7)  Keep  open  the  possibility  of  Palo  Alto  as  a  location  for  a  potential  station  during  the  EIR / 
process  with  the  condition  that  parking  and  traffic  impacts  be  kept  to  a  minimum. 

8)  Direct  the  Council  Sub-committee  to  work  with  the  Peninsula  Cities  Coalition  to  begin  thj 
process  of  developing  a  position  on  the  Regional  Rail  Plan  and  how  it  would  be  linked  t / 
the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority. 

9)  Direct  the  City  Attorney  to  schedule  a  closed  session  to  report  on  litigation  current) 
underway  and  what  is  involved  in  litigation  followed  by  a  public  report. 

10)  Direct  staff  to  agendize  regular  quarterly  meetings  with  Council  with  reports  by  either  t|ie 
City  Manager  or  the  Planning  &  Transportation  Commission 


1 1)  Direct  staff  to  come  up  with  a  list  of  items  to  be  incorporated  into  an  economic  analysis. 


DISCUSSION 

On  January  8,  2009,  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  issued  a  Notice  of  Preparation 
inviting  comments  on  the  scope  of  work  for  the  California  High  Speed  Train  (HST)  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS.  Staff  prepared  a  draft  list  of  issues  to  be  included  in  the 
City’s  comment  letter  (Attachment  B  of  CMR:  146:09).  The  final  scoping  letter  must  be 
forwarded  to  the  Authority  by  April  6th.  The  City  Council  is  scheduled  to  review  and  approve 
the  City’s  comment  letter  on  March  30th. 
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The  Council  directed  staff  to  “refer  the  scoping  letter  and  relevant  transportation  and  land  use  1  jJ y[/ 
policy  issues  to  the  Planning  and  Transportation  Commission  including  the  station  issue.”  An  /  ^ 
expanded  letter  of  scoping  comments  is  being  prepared  based  on  Council  comments  and  public  /  f) 
input  received  during  the  March  2nd  Council  meeting,  prior  public  meetings  and  correspondence/ 
received  to  date.  The  draft  letter  will  be  provided  to  the  Commission  by  Monday,  March  16. 
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Staff  will  return  to  the  Commission  with  policy  discussion  including  the  station  issues  at  a  later 
date. 

The  Council’s  staff  report  is  available  on  the  website  at: 

ktjMwwwxitvofpaloalto.org/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BloblD=14955  (item  #11,  CMR 
146:09),  and  a  High  Speed  Rail  webpage  has  been  established  on  the  City’s  website  at: 

httpV/www.citvofbaloaIto.org/news/dispfavnews.asp?MewslD=1223&TargetlD=268.  This  site 

contains  information  about  the  project  from  the  CHSRA,  the  original  Council  Colleagues’  memo 
for  this  item,  and  a  set  of  Frequently  Asked  Questions  and  responses. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 

No  environmental  review  is  required  at  this  time,  as  no  plan  or  project  is  being  proposed  or 
adopted. 

ATTACHMENT: 

Attachment  A:  City  Council  staff  report  CMR:  146:09 
Attachment  B:  Letter  from  Mayor  to  CAHSR  dated  March  4,  2009 
Attachment  C:  Draft  letter  to  CAHSR  (under  separate  cover  on  March  1 6) 

COURTESY  COPIES: 

Palo  Alto  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Bob  Golton,  PAUSD 

Southgate  Neighborhood  Association 


Prepared  by:  Gayle  Likens,  Transportation  Manager 

Reviewed  by:  Julie  Caporgno,  Chief  Planning  and  Transportation  Official 

Department/Division  Head  Approval:. 

Curtis  Williams,  Interim  Director  of  Planning 
and  Community  Environment 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:35  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  HSR  coming  down  the  Penninsula 


From:  Kurt  Buecheler  [mailto:kurtbuecheler@hotmail.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  7:51  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  HSR  coming  down  the  Penninsula 

The  HSR  can  be  a  positive  thing  in  many  ways.  It  will  provide  jobs,  competition  for  air  travel,  provide  arffi0' 
improved  environmental  solution,  and  will  build  a  sense  of  confidence  in  people  that  "we're  building"  in) 
California. 


There  is  one  more  area  that  must  be  considered.  Does  California  care  about  the  people  of  the 
communitites  through  which  the  train  will  pass?  If  we  do,  then  we  should  feel  it  is  a  requirement  to 
the  HSR  under  ground. 


put 


The  HSR  authority  has  a  fork  in  the  track  and  must  make  a  key  decision.  It  can  either  (a)  build  the  HSR^ 

"on  the  cheap"  with  a  substantial  disregard  for  many  of  the  people  it  is  supposed  to  serve  or  (b)  it  can 
look  at  this  project  as  an  opportunity  to  improve  the  community  on  many  dimensions.  /  l;  r 

/  zk{ 

The  current  Cal-Train  is  a  very  old  system  that  is  damaging  to  the  environment,  is  a  safety  issue  to  j 
kids,  is  noisey  and  ugly.  This  is  really  an  opportunity  for  the  HSR  to  engage  and  embrace  the  comnj 
to  solve  multiple  problems  at  once. 


school 

unity 


The  project  should  tunnel  both  systems  under  ground  and  provide  clean,  efficient,  and  reliable  service  for 
local  and  long  distance  train  travel.  The  HSR  Authority  could  even  put  a  green  belt  or  park  on  top  of  the 
tunnel.  The  HSR  would  have  access  to  that  land  any  time  needed,  but  would  be  benevolently  sharing  the 
land  and  improving  family's  lives.  ~" 


An  example  of  this  is  the  1-90  highway  in  Mercer  Island  WA.  The  tunnel  for  the  highway  yielded  a  very 
effective  transportation  solution  and  and  improved  quality  of  life  for  the  residents.  It  can  be  done.  If 
done  correctly  and  with  all  community  interests  in  mind,  it  yields  decades  of  benefit.  ^ 


The  cost  of  HSR  going  underground  is  simply  a  "cost  of  doing  business"  of  a  society  can  cares  about  the 
quality  of  life  of  it's  people  and  wants  to  do  things  right. 

The  HSR  Authority  can  be  a  beacon  of  hope  and  leadership  if  it  is  the  one  that  proposes  a  plan  thatfoj J 
tunnels  where  the  train  goes  through  residential  communities.  Please  do  what  is  right  for  the  whole 
community  and  lead! 


_  CsA^VACtW 


As  my  dad  used  to  say,  "What  ever  is  worth  doing,  is  worth  doing  right." 


A  [[ 


Thank  you 


Kurt  Buecheler 
2200  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
650-566-0119 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Ada  Bull  [adabarnett4@yahoo.com] 
Saturday,  March  28,  2009  2:10  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Trains 


I  own  and  live  in  a  home,  next  to  the  Sunnyvale  Train  Station,  with  my  disabled  daughter. 
Her  father  built  this  house  with  ramps,  an  elevator,  electric  door  and  walk  in  floor  to 
ceiling  tile  shower  for  her,  before  he  passed  away,  so  she  could  be  near  the  Downtown  area^ 
I'm  very  concerned  about  the  plans  for  the  new  trains  and  how  it  may  affect  our  home  and 
ability  to  cross  the  tracks  in  the  future.  Also,  health  and  higher  noise  levels  and  is 
there  a  chance  that  my  home  could  be  taken? 


ft  2  (>r>A 
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Are  there  plans  to  close  the  Sunnyvale  Avenue  crossing  or  the  new  ramp  area  on  Hendy  Avenue?Jf* 

As  I'm  sure  you  understand,  I'm  confused  and  very  concerned.  I  would  appreciate  any  help  you  \ 
can  offer  to  help  me  understand  what's  going  on. 

I  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you,  ^  ^  ' 


Ada  Marie  Bull 
320  Angel  Avenue 
Sunnyvale,  CA  94086 
408  245  90454 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Michelle  Bullwinkle 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


#1  Sotyfy 

Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 


safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 


running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will 


you  avoid  separating  children  from  thei 


schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 


devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


iir  #l  aesfa 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Robert  Francis  Burt  [bobbyburt@mac.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  8:46  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


2_ 


We  want  to  add  our  voices  of  protest  to  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  plan  with  elevated 
tracks  which  will  be  topped  by  electricity  towers.,  dark  pedestrian  and  road  underpasses  and 
miles  of  wall  instead  of  trees.  We  are  not  opposed  to  a  high  speed  rail  plan,  only  to  the 
plans  for  the  elevated  section  which  will  deface  the  landscape,  reduce  property  values  and 
cause  misery  with  the  increased  noise  level. 

We  are  not  at  all  opposed  to  the  high  speed  rail  plan  and  would  favor  alternative 
proposals  for  trenching  and  tunneling.  If  the  HSRA  chooses  to  do  the  right  thing  HSR  will  go 
through  Palo  Alto  quietly  and  invisibly. 

We  hope  all  plans  will  be  presented  to  the  public  before 
any  action  is  taken. 


TfcflCfcS/ 

_L  ^  H 

-VVvl'Jb 


Burt 


Yours  truly, 

Lillian  and  Robert 

2  Roosevelt  Circle 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Lillian  and  Robert  Burt 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


c$4 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  -3jr  '• 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

SafetV?  #  *  TV*© 


Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 


Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  pfQp^1 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  VAC* 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air$  l  CXS 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  |  (^\VX|V/'6'y 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Lillian  and  Robert  Burt 

2  Roosevelt  Circle,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


J.  E.  Bush  [gcc@grey-cat.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  6:28  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HS 


To  Whom  it  may  concern. 


i  think  it's  very  important  to  have  High  Speed  rail  down  the  peninsula  with  stations  that 
make  connections  with  other  forms  of  transportation  convenient.  It  may  be  expensive,  but  the 
long  term  savings  of  getting  folks  out  of  their  cars  is  vitally  important. 

I'm  a  Mountain  View  resident  living  a  10  minutes  walk  from  the  Caltrain  Station  downtown  and 
would  be  happy  to  have  a  HSR  station  there.  I'm  sure  we  can  find  a  way  to  do  it  well,  safely 
and  pleasantly.  - 


I  U4  ,£yf>o/4' 
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Thank  you. 


judith  bush 

Judith  E  Bush  *  (650)  962-1318 

500  W  Middlefield  Rd  Unit  35 

Mountain  View,  CA  94043  USA 

Yahoo/AIM:  judielaine  *  www.erev-cat.com 


l 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


BruceCamenzind  [brucec@clubwino.org] 
Monday,  January  19,  2009  12:55  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Go  underground  through  Palo  Alto. 
Bruce  Camenzind 


I 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:55  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  HSR  thru  Mountain  View  and  Palo  Alto. 


From:  BruceCamenzind  [mailto:brucec@clubwino.org] 

Sent:  Monday,  February  09,  2009  11:37  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  HSR  thru  Mountain  View  and  Palo  Alto. 

I'm  a  registered  voter,  Income  Tax/Property  Tax  Payer,  and  home  owner  in  South  Palo  1  fill  L,f» 

A|t°.  r1  ?  , 

I  sure  would  appreciate  it  if  the  trains  in  these  cities  ran  underground.  J  ^  M 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:52  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  HSR,  stopping  in  Palo  Alto 
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From:  BruceCamenzind  [mailto:brucec@clubwino.org] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  19,  2009  6:40  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  HSR,  stopping  in  Palo  Alto 


l rJ  t'lrl/)  C*  l 


Underground  is  the  way  to  go,  and  a  stop  in  Paio  Alto  is  ideal,  being  next  to  Stanford 
Medical  &  University,  and  the  Palo  Alto  Airport. 

Cal-Train  can  be  taken  back  to  Mtn  View  where  the  Light  Rail  can  be  boarded. 

A  local  parking  garage  maybe  a  choir! 


5W 


Talk  about  a  water  reservoir  at  El  Camino  Ball  Park  has  been  going  on,  and  a  parking 
structure  on  top  of  that  maybe  an  option. 

Bruce  Camenzind,  a  voting  Palo  Alto  Resident/Property  owner. 


i 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focu 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impd^sratteffiatives^mitigation . 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  Cawofnta'Flic 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6, 2009.  ^pp 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22 -San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  jj^y.  j 

i  (please  print):  Wtlfr  D  .  Q-tilT  lii-e  nf-Zy-' _  City:  I  ‘1  OU  l /?$  ia? _  State:  _gj 


i  'ms 


Name  i 


Title  fif  applicable): 


Phone:  (o  S  <J  -  (W~2  SL  Fax:_ 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address_  90S  (A) ost  f/y) / V/v// ■e f / e (<$  /I. cf 


E-mail:  CQ  it  |  Z.  y-f  ^  cj  u-fQ  i ! ,  CO  i-n 


jj^Ycs,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


l/°  o/<^ 

C  ^  ‘■t/JC-'-v  T.) 


A  fra  Of  q  _<0  n  Aor . /"^U.  AOotl  *rtcr}  * . \A_ . \  ^ 

r  /  *  O  /y 

S'Q- g  /->;  s-n  'f'  o/  /<  S  Q<J  ^  _ - 

- 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 


JshL  h\ 


APP  1 


ADDmONAL  COMMENTS  TO  THE  EIS  FOR  THE  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL 

PROJECT 

John  Carpenter,  Tuesday  10  March  2009 

1 .  To  prevent  the  proposed  service  from  being  a  barrier  to  the  North  and  South  sid  Ji 
of  the  City  the  continuity  across  the  rail  right  of  way  should  be  maintained  and 
expanded  for  pedestrians  and  bicyclists  at  the  following  points: 

a.  Bernardo  Avenue 

b.  Pioneer  Way 

c.  Stevens  Creek,  the  trail  overcrossing 

d.  Castro/Moffett 

e.  Escuela/Farley 

f.  Rengstorff  Avenue 

g.  Ortega/Thompson 

h.  Showers/Mayfield  ^ — 

2.  To  provide  a  pleasing  appearance,  existing  landscaping  along  the  rail  right  of  waj 
should  be  maintained,  restored,  or  added  to  in  order  to  obscure  the  view  of  any 
safety  fencing  and  sound  walls  required  to  facilitate  the  rail  service. 

3.  Street  and  other  crossings  of  the  rail  right  of  way  where  the  railway  will  pass  ~~ 

above  such  crossings  should  be  architecturally  pleasing  and  representative  of  the 
community  character  and  style  in  some  way  like  a  gateway  from  one  part  of  the 
community  to  another  ^ 

4.  To  improve  and  maintain  VTA  light  rail  service,  the  light  rail  service  should  be 
maintained,  but  grade  separated  as  needed  to  allow  for  a  safer  existing  crossing  o: 
Central  Expressway  near  Whisman  Road  and  a  safer  future  crossing  of  the 
Expressway  near  Sterlin  Road  (for  a  future  extended  light  rail  service  to  the 
Shoreline  Park  area)  and  to  facilitate  the  installation  of  additional  tracks  for  the 
new  railway. 


s*l 


*  l  /tetvtfto 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Sarah  Carpenter  [sarah_l_carpenter@yahoo.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  7:41  AM 
HSR  Comments 
Comments  on  the  HRS  SJ  to  SF 


ajp  u  \< 


to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have  on  my  home  and  neighborhood: 


1*1  S0& 


1.  Safety:  My  safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  125  mph  through  a  densely  ^ 
populated  area  with  local  traffic  on  one  side  and  homes  on  the  other?  What  are  the  effects  on  my  family's  and  neighbor'  .  . 

health  from  EMF  exposure  because  of  the  proximity  of  the  power  lines?  How  safe  will  my  family  be  during  the  3^  l  hGrtaJ'** 
construction  phase,  and  what  are  you  going  to  do  to  protect  us?  How  will  you  mitigate  the  increase  air  pollution  caused  -w  ( 
by  the  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ^  ^ 


2.  Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  running  at  much  higher  ^ 

speeds?  Construction  will  take  a  long  time,  what  actions  will  be  taken  to  make  sure  the  disturbance  to  those  of  us  next  tcj  & '  ^ 

the  track  is  not  so  intolerable  that  families  will  be  up  at  night  because  of  the  noise  and  lights.  — 1  ’  , 

.  ccvvuwW 

3.  Local  traffic  flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  schools  and  large  section!  Xe^XticA 

of  Palo  Alto  from  emergency  services?  If  the  train  stops  in  Palo  Alto,  how  will  you  handle  the  exponential  increase  in  • 

traffic,  pollution  and  need  for  parking?  .  — \ 

4.  Projects  already  funded  by  taxpayer's  money:  How  will  we  be  compensated  for  the  parks  and  public  pathways  that  will  „ 

be  eliminated  and/or  downsized  that  as  taxpayers  we’ve  already  paid  for?  _ ^ 

5.  Property  Values:  We  may  lose  our  home  or  a  part  of  our  property  to  this  project-how  will  we  be  compensated  for  ‘Ju 

that?  What  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  Who  will  buy  our  home  if  we  ^*ivvz$ 
get  a  noisy  eyesore  in  our  backyard?  Will  there  be  programs  in  place  to  help  the  property  owners?  ^jyvvjjn 

6.  Environment:  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?^ ^  Q&WXIS& 

7.  Visual  Impact:  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure?"^  ^ 

8.  Please  consider  tunneling  as  most  high  speed  trains  in  Asia  and  Europe  go  underground  near  urban  areas.!  r 


9.  I  would  also  like  to  see  a  comparative  cost  analysis  which  takes  in  to  consideration  all  of  the  costs  -  not  just  buildii^^^Cjpqstvuct) 
tracks  and  or  tunnel  and  also  how  the  costs  will  be  paid  back  over  time. 


I  would  like  to  invite  you  to  come  to  my  neighborhood,  and  see  first  hand  what  the  consequences  might  be  if  the  HSR 

built  in  my  backyard  and  how  this  wonderful  community  could  be  destroyed.  I  would  also  like  you  to  consider  the  J  ,  i 

alternative  of  ending  the  line  in  San  Jose  and  using  the  existing  Caltrain  trains  and  baby  bullets  to  transport  passengers  to 

San  Francisco.  San  Jose  could  be  new  bay  Area  hub  as  it  comects  Cal  Train,  Bart,  Ace  train,  expanded  and  updated  s J  f 

airport  and  light  rail. 


Thanks  for  your  attention, 


Sarah  Carpenter 
2091  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto, 
650-323-3118 


Sarah  Carpenter 
Mobile  650-387-1566 


l 


X'3^  (&. 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  y. 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  fet  f»Co  frCrzt 


3  CAft 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


Phone! 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address 


P  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


Speep  izetu — ^hool.o  tluu  Ftzo>n 

jlos  To  S4N  . . . 


At  San  Jose  Pk 

To  0(Z  PTC  ry\  5PM  Pp&kl  C/C 0  0 
TfZfrris  pern-  to  C/p-  T7ZA-//V. 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  In  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  In  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6, 2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T-bL  (6 


rvris  Livingsion 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Marjorie  Carter  [marjorie_carter@pacbeli.net] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:16  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


To  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 


..  (<**» 

I  reside  on  the  San  Francisco  penninsula,  in  Palo  Alto,  a  few  hundred  yards  to  the  east  of  oO0rM)(J^LA- 

the  CalTrain  corridor.  Although  I  favor  high  speed  rail  in  principle,  I  am  concerned  about 
the  environmental  and  safety  impacts  of  the  California  high-speed  rail  route,  as  currently  . 
proposed,  along  this  corridor.  , 

I  favor  undergrounding  the  route  north  of  San  Dose;  or  else  terminating  the  route  at  San 
Dose,  with  trains  continuing  at  conventional  speeds  to  San  Francisco  on  the  Cal  Train  tracks!  <x- La 
these  tracks  should  be  upgraded  and  electrified  as  part  of  this  project,  to  provide  fastfer  *^-5^S'1V3Ulv 
acceleration  and  quieter  service.  Avi  HgcVwfVJjW 


In  my  travel  on  European  high-speed  trains  I  have  seen  that  their  speed  is  limited,  fori  ,  q, l 
safety  reasons,  when  they  are  within  urban  areas.  A  derailment  at  high  speed  in  the  settled'V“X^ 
area  would  be  as  devastating  as  a  commercial  airplane  crash. 


-tecvwTtaw  •  • 


Since  a  speed  limit  must  be  imposed,  it  is  pointless  to  build  high-speed  tracks  on  the 
Penninsula  --  unless  they  are  underground.  It  will  be  more  practical  to  run  normal-spee 
service  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Dose,  on  upgraded  CalTrain  tracks. 


If  the  tracks  must  be  built  above  ground,  there  should  be  a  curfew  on  high-speed  train 
service  between  1AM  and  5AM,  as  is  currently  the  case  with  CalTrain.  At  all  other  times  the 
frequency  of  trains  should  be  limited,  ensuring  that  the  noise  and  vibration  they  inflict  eta. 
either  side  of  the  corridor  is  held  to  a  mimimum. 


Marjorie  Carter 
2472  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
marjorie  carterfflpacbell.net 


J-X  6H 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts.  alternajivesv 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to'the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  {return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009.  J  j 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25- Millbrae  □''February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  Citv  L _ 


February  26  -  Palo  Alto 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name  (please  print): 


PAu>  A^Tt> 


State: 


Title  (if  applicable): 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address:  sr~ .  RAlq Atrro ,  qhzcsI 

ET’Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


I .»  /  f  t\'  i  //  y  i-i  t .  /v 


uvLwc.  cu£-  U\K  .  Hois  y  u^lyWHy  aSowe  "jr*-<LsL^  ^ 

<x/e.  .  To  \  ^2-  \ 

•ei\'vvUKtf4"c.  4fWc_  sy$Wc.  sUjUu 

b-e.  v/ftdxY'yrooiA^k  (u.  <£e^e(^  us  dow-e.  I 

sWAjk.  (^(u^’«ri<d|  4-  <*-*«*^,  cuuJj^  ^e- 

<L*dy  cor|<2«^  .  (Pc. 

cck^VocH«^  >WKok  iva-  PoT.o  si*c e  Is  >*■•«=»  pCouce. 

X^  iAtadio*.  Is  JlesurCtl  (lb y 

Ct)rf  LoCa^Kon..  lp«- do  U^Q/^4vluJ.  Usly K^>vj4"e  4^ 

jnfvus-1-  fo i(*ous GulTru* ir<*Ae_  a«_~(U£-.  S  .P.  -  Try  m  4^ 

U’*U  —  s?ys*tTC^-^—  ui{-k*»d“  ivitjf- §i|£<*^.  Ujfft  G^(Tf*uu’  S-eJMfsy  / 

UM-po^siLle  -4x>  tft aJL  djnjoej  it*.  jWtfov'" OkWyol«Jre. 

^  or  bviitdiKy  |4r  ck(o^4U«_  U-S*.  {o(  co/rJLor**  betf'es':  ' 

+iuf  rvui’kai'e^  4rK-e-  RS£L  rou-fe.  fu.  au-1,  rJK. 

S  .F.  <SM».-fcfc€_  C«jf  I  A^r^^ra-ckjj-  ^  ^itcFr* 

ficir  HT  Mfsd  £vi r^p^Letuu-  iictti-q/*  toa^-  ^■(LVysWs. 

*  **  i  '  $  Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 

or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 


or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 


cess.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
s  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


l-%  ^ 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  Preston  Carter  [preston_carter@pacbell.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  12:36  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 


I  reside  on  the  San  Francisco  penninsula,  in  Palo  Alto,  a  few  hundred  yards  to  the  east  of 
the  CalTrain  corridor.  Although  I  favor  high  speed  rail  in  principle,  I  am  concerned  about 
the  environmental  and  safety  impacts  of  the  California  high-speed  rail  route,  as  currently 
proposed,  along  this  corridor.  S 


I  favor  undergrounding  the  route  north  of  San  Jose;  or  else  terminating  the  route  at  San 
Jose,  with  trains  continuing  at  conventional  speeds  to  San  Francisco  on  the  Cal  Train  tracl^ 
these  tracks  should  be  upgraded  and  electrified  as  part  of  this  project,  to  provide  faster 
acceleration  and  quieter  service.  - 


In  my  travel  on  European  high-speed  trains  I  have  seen  that  their  speed  is  limited,  for 
safety  reasons,  when  they  are  within  urban  areas.  A  derailment  at  high  speed  in  the  setttL 
area  would  be  as  devastating  as  a  commercial  airplane  crash. 


Saw  i 


If  the  tracks  must  be  built  above  ground,  there  should  be  a  curfew  on  high-speed  train  •— 'v 

service  between  1AM  and  5AM,  as  is  currently  the  case  with  CalTrain.  At  all  other  times  tlne^l  ' 

frequency  of  trains  should  be  limited,  ensuring  that  the  noise  and  vibration  they  inflict  Ion 
either  side  of  the  corridor  is  held  to  a  mimimum.  \ 


Preston  Carter 
2472  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
preston  carterfSpacbell.net 


l 


1-OC  6G 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:47  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Jose  to  Merced  HST 


. Original  Message . 

From:  David  Chang  [mailto:db_chang@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  26,  2009  10:17  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  San  Jose  to  Merced  HST 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam, 


My  comment  concerns  the  planned  transit  of  the  high  speed  train  through  the  town  of  Willow 
Glen  as  it  leaves  Dridion  Station. 


I  live  on  Fuller  Avenue  adjacent  to  the  current  rail  lines  and  I  know  I  speak  for  the 
community  as  everyone  is  concerned  about: 


4\\ 


1)  The  space  that  will  be  taken  up  by  the  high  speed  train.  On  the  Fuller  side  of  the 

current  tracks,  a  brand-new  park  was  created  and  it  would  be  tragic  to  loose  that  park^ _ j 

2)  The  noise  generated  by  the  train.  The  high-speed  train  is  projected  to  be  traveling  at  60"] 
MPH  through  our  section  and  I  have  serious  concerns  regarding  the  amount  of  noise  it  will 
^generate  at  this  speed.  While  sound-walls  and  other  sort  of  sound-dampening  measures  can  be 
.taken,  these  are  typically  unsightly  and  can  contribute  to  graffiti  and  blight  along  the 

ite.  ^  *- 


1 

/OOU^ 


3)  Vibration  of  the  train.  The  ground  and  soil  in  Willow  Glen  is  particularly  soft  and  all  / 

homes  here  have  to  deal  with  shifting  soil.  The  presence  of  the  current  trains  already  make  I  \ L  l_— 

this  condition  worse.  Adding  the  high  speed  train  to  this  by  make  the  situation  unlivable  - 

perhaps  requiring  homeowners  to  fix  their  foundations  on  a  yearly  basis  which  is  cost  l 

prohibitive  and  will  greatly  reduce  the  value  of  their  real  estate.  < 

4)  Unsightliness  of  the  train,  tracks,  and  structure.  The  sheer  size  of  this  project  is^ 
disconcerting  for  many  residents  and  there  are  deep  concerns  about  how  a  train  of  this 
magnitude  will  affect  the  look  and  feel  of  the  Willow  Glen  neighborhood.  With  or  without 
sound  walls,  it  is  inevitable  that  the  train  will  change  the  way  that  Willow  Glen  looks  arid 
every  effort  should  be  taken  to  minimize  the  visual  impact  of  the  train  through  the 
neighborhood. 

These  are  my  and  my  neighbor's  concerns. 

Sincerely, 


David  Chang 

354  Fuller  Avenue,  San  Jose,  CA  95125 


l 


I -SC  Or 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Joy  Chase  [mailto:joyjoy@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  9:39  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

Attn:  Dan  Leavitt:  1  do  not  want  an  elevated  high  speed  train  running  across  our  community  in  Mountain  View, 
it  will  divide  the  community  as  the  elevated  train  did  in  Oakland.  It  will  also  bring  in  a  slum  to  the  area.  It  will 
be  UGLY.  Why  can't  it  run  along  the  Bayshore  Freeway  instead  where  there  are  fewer  homes  and  it  has  already 
created  a  divide  long  ago?  1  am  opposed  to  this  train  going  along  Alma  street  through  our  cities  in  Silicon 
Valley.  Joy  Chase,  a  registered  voter  at  326  Church  St.,  Mountain  View.  #7 


# 1 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Jim  Cheng  Oxcheng@gmail.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:51  PM 
HSR  Comments 
jxcheng@gmail.com 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  concerns  on  the  proposed  California  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR)  project. 

I  graduated  from  Stanford  University  in  2005  with  a  PhD  degree  in  Civil  and  Environmental 
Engineering  and  a  PhD  minor  degree  in  Computer  Science.  As  an  engineer  with  background  in 
both  Civil  and  Environmental  Engineering  and  Computer  Science,  I  understand  the  importance 
of  transportation  to  the  economy,  and  I  am  not  against  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
project.  However,  I  do  have  serious  concerns  on  the  proposed  design. 

First  and  most  important,  once  elevated,  the  constant  noise  from  HSR  will  be  a  disaster  to 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  residents  along  the  HSR  route  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose. 

The  default  design  is  to  elevate  train  tacks,  as  much  as  20  feet.  The  noise  will  be  louder 
and  travel  much  further  since  (1)  Tracks  are  elevated;  and  (2)  Trains  travel  at  much  faster 
speed.  Even  worse,  there  is  no  limitation  on  nightly  trains.  Residents  on  the  peninsula  and 
south  bay  will  not  be  able  to  enjoy  quiet  nights;  rather,  they  will  be  constantly  disturbed 
by  the  train  noise.  There  are  many  schools  next  to  the  HSR  route 

(e.g.j  Palo  Alto  High  School,  Brooks  College,  and  Santa  Clara  Bracher  elementary);  our  kids 
will  have  to  shout  to  each  other  in  the  classroom  simply  to  ensure  that  others  can  hear  them. 


psv  • 
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Second,  elevated  train  structures  are  tall  and  huge.  They  do  not  belong  to  the  residential 
neighborhood.  The  littering  from  elevated  trains  will  be  a  disaster  to  the  communities  along 
the  train  route,  let  alone  train  derails.  Psychologically,  such  huge,  intrusive  structure 
will  have  adverse  impacts  on  the  residents  and  our  kids  next  to  the  train  route.  v  _ _ I 

^  \  ae5V&'°>  .  \ _ 

Third,  elevated  train  tack  option  is  not  cheaper  than  tunnel/trench  option.  It  may  sound ~\  ‘  )C  s  \ 
cheaper  on  the  paper.  However,  when  we  add  up  the  following  costs  associated  with  elevated 
train  tack  option  (1). 

Properties  and  lands  taken  by  elevated  train;  (2).  Property  values  of  houses  adjacent  to  1^4 
train  tracks.  Once  elevated,  houses  as  far  as  1000  feet  away  from  the  train  tracks  will  se 
property  value  decrease;  (3). 

Quality  of  life  will  be  suffered  for  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  living  in  the  T  ^ AiLA/W 
communities  next  to  HSR  route;  (4)  Elevated  train  track  option  will  also  have  devastating  i 
impact  on  the  development  of  the  kids  who  attending  schools  next  to  the  route.  Adding  these  o  . 
together,  the  argument  that  elevated  train  track  option  is  cheaper  is  simply  untrue. 

In  summary,  the  default  design  option  is  a  disaster.  When  we  design  the  project,  the~l~*H 
following  must  be  taken  into  consideration:  J 

1) .  Set  up  a  quantitative  target  on  the  noise  level  along  the  HSR  route.  In  residential  \~d  ) 

areas,  the  noise  level  must  be  within  70  DB  maximum  at  100  feet,  65  DB  maximum  at  200  feet  ,vvN 
and  60  DB  maximum  at  400  feet  away  from  the  train  track.  ' J  v 

2) .  When  different  options  are  compared,  we  must  include  the  hidden  costs  associated  withH^O 

them,  including  property  values,  quality  of  life,  and  children  development.^-^  j-j4- 

2).  In  residential  area,  elevated  train  track  should  never  be  an  option.  Rather,  tunnel "or]  X  , 


trench  should  be  the  viable  options  in  residential  area. 


T-SC  4T 


As  an  engineer,  I  support  the  HSR  project  in  principal.  However,  we  must  do  it  correctly, 
the  benefits  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  California  residents  and  for  the  benefits  of  our 
children  and  future  generation. 


Sincerely, 

Dim  Cheng 
321  Edlee  Ave 


Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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From:  info@hsr.ca.gov 

Sent:  Friday,  March  27,  2009  7:30  PM 

To:  Info  @  HSR 

Subject:  CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  John  Chemiavsky 
Company: 

Phone:  408-885-1728 


Email:  ic 


Website: 


Comment: 

High  Speed  Rail  through  San  Jose.  First,  I  think  the  high-speed  rail  project  is  a  wonderfult  project  for  California-]#  6 
and  something  our  children  will  celebrate  for  years  to  come.  Having  read  some  of  the  proposals  for  stacking  the  J 
tracks  through  South  San  Jose  (particularly  Willow  Glen/95125),  it  seems  to  me  staying  at  grade  for  as  long  as  tj  2  Qn,J^ 
possible  is  a  better  solution.  Height  of  up  to  70'  would  have  a  negative  impact  on  the  neighbor  where  widening 
the  existing  ROW  would  have  a  much  smaller  impact.  Thank  you,  John  Chemiavsky  San  Jose,  CA  J  y  (J 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 

HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:56  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  High  Speed  Rail 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Millie  Chethik  [mailto:mchethik@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent:  Monday,  February  09,  2009  4:16  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail 


Please  do  not  ruin  property  values  in  Palo  Alto  by  building  the  HSR  above  ground, 
tunnel.  So  many  homes  and  lives  will  be  affected. 

Thank  you, 

Millie  Chethik 
455  Grant  Ave.  #2 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306  '  , 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Ed  H.  Chi  [echi@parc.com] 

Thursday,  March  12,  2009  3:05  PM 
HSR  Comments;  city.council@cityofpaloalto.org 
meadowcreek-HOA@googlegroups.com 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


City  Council,  HSR  project: 


While  many  of  us  voted  in  the  November  election  for  the  basic  principles  behind  HST  (myself  included),  its 
environmental  and  quality  of  life  impact  in  the  neighborhoods  it  will  pass  thru  should  not  be  overlooked. 


U  -U/rp 


Many  of  us  in  the  Palo  Alto  neighborhood  of  Greenmeadow  near  the  Caltrain  corridor  are  all  concerned  about 
the  elevated  HST  that  are  being  discussed  as  an  option  in  Palo  Alto.  First,  the  existing  train  track  already 
divide  our  town  into  two  halves,  the  HST  will  only  worsen  the  problem. 


#  1  ilhrAtl 
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Second,  potentially  more  distressing  is  the  increased  noise  from  the  elevated  trains.  There  was  talk  of  1  #  /  / Id, ’it 
constructing  tunnels  thru  Palo  Alto  for  the  train.  This  seems  like  a  potential  solution  that  should  be  looked  at  ^2 
seriously. 


I  urge  the  HST  project  and  the  Palo  Alto  city  council  to  look  at  these  issues  very  carefully  so  as  to  minimize 
their  impact  in  our  neighborhoods.  Our  neighborhood  should  not  have  to  suffer  dust  and  noise  in  order  to 
benefit  the  larger  public  good. 


1+ 1  Air 
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Many  thanks, 


Ed  Chi,  Mimi  Chang 

143  Greenmeadow  Way,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

CC:  Units  at  the  Meadowcreek  Association  of  homeowners 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focu- 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  pnnt):  __Q4BlST  j  V\^  ^0^ _ City:  jO^ _ State:  Zip  TzJ'LO 

Ti.te  (if  applicable): _ phone; _  ^ _ 

Organiza.ion/Business  (if  applicable,: _ _ _  E-mail:  Ctf  MS  Qj  h  fa/O  VrfW't  '  ClTfrK 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  cleariy. 

“The  wse  rf-  Gr-ftp  ow  ^ 

amJ!  l^dTrfTcf~  fS 

°T  fV~  hsw  Coarse  "tUr  CS  ■  \ 

A r  ~fTr  ‘TtSfrp'SJ**-/  art-  CaoiiuA^i  sU-PKWULaJ?  \  | 

fp  -fCt-rfeof--  -fC*T  7TJ,  Ch  MS  iAs#s\ 

fr>u^cY  eJ&st rc]ApodLj  h  k tf  JC* 

PrtQMA^—  B  I  RJe  /S^ 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  al  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  David  Chung 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  '  1 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  * 


Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  £> 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  v 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  l, 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  y 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

David  Chung 

4085  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

Z-5C  1H 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Elizabeth  Clinch 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 


it\ 
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Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 


& 


Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ~ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  .  x_v  p. 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^  Hi/ 

#  i 


pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Elizabeth  Clinch 

2001  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Amy  Colburn  [amydcolburn@hotmail.com] 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  8:10  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Greg  Colburn 

NO  ELEVATED  TRAINS  THROUGH  PALO  ALTO! 


Train  Authority- 

It  is  imperative  that  the  tracks  for  the  high  speed  rail  train  be  tunneled  under  ground  through  Palo  Alto. 
The  elevated  tracks  would  be  a  huge  graffiti  magnet  and  ruin  the  city  by  bifurcating  it. 

This  is  of  utmost  importance! 

Thank  you, 

Amy  Colburn 
Palo  Alto 


4Lr2— 
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Kris  Livingston 

HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  4:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


From:  Amy  Colburn  [mailto:amydcolburn@hotmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  2:09  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  amydcolburn@hotmail.com 
To:  comments@hsr.ca.gov 
CC:  gregcolburn@hotmail.com 

Subject:  NO  ELEVATED  TRAINS  THROUGH  PALO  ALTO! 
Date:  Sun,  5  Apr  2009  20:09:59  -0700 


Train  Authority- 

It  is  imperative  that  the  tracks  for  the  high  speed  rail  train  be  tunneled  under  ground  th 
The  elevated  tracks  would  be  a  huge  graffiti  magnet  and  ruin  the  city  by  bifurcating  it. 

This  is  of  utmost  importance! 

Thank  you, 

Amy  Colburn 
Palo  Alto 


pugh  Palo  Alto) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Gregory  Colburn  [gregcolbum@hotmail.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  6:17  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  High  Speed  Rail  Official,  -T&2- 

I  am  very  concerned  about  the  proposal  for  elevated  tracks  through  the  peninsula  corridor  and  its'  effect]^ 
on  dividing  our  community.  I  am  a  lifelong  Palo  Altan  who  takes  the  train  to  work  and  crossed  the  tracks  ®,PU^0V' 


i  am  a  nreiong  raio  Aitan  wno  takes  the  tram  to  work  and  crossed  the  tracks  T - ' 

daily  to  go  to  High  School.  I  have  always  supported  public  transportation,  and  trains  in  particular. 

However,  the  proposed  wall  with  elevated  tracks  would  be  a  disaster  to  our  community  and  I  would  n^vef—i^-7  OrvplfK 
have  supported  the  project  had  the  design  been  made  clear  to  us  prior  to  the  vote.  Now  it  seems  that  it  is  Iwti'ifonrnj 
a  done  deal  and  we  have  only  one  more  day  to  comment  on  the  design  at  all. 

Tunnelling  is  essential  for  preserving  a  sense  of  community  here  and  must  be  adopted  or  at  least  seriousl^^^t1"0^^  ' 
considered.  Otherwise,  ending  the  line  in  Santa  Clara  with  shuttle  trains  to  San  Francisco,  or  using  the'-]^Z©^-‘^-SZUAJcfe 
Altamont  pass  right  of  way  should  be  reexamined. 

Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  and  other  Peninsula  cities  have  been  critical  in  supporting  the  peninsula  raff 
corridor  for  generations.  It  is  not  worth  destroying  these  vital  communities  to  save  a  few  bucks.  Please 
think  twice  before  burning  any  more  bridges!  -Spit 

Thanks  for  you  consideration,  ^ 

Greg  Colburn 


Quick  access  to  your  favorite  MSN  content  and  Windows  Live  with  Internet  Explorer  8.  Download  FREE 
now! 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Amor  Fati  -  AOL  [amorfati@aol.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  10:26  PM 
HSR  Comments 
amorfati2@yahoo.com 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

I  strongly  support  the  proposal  to  tunnel  of  the  high  speed  rail  for  Peninsula  segment  of  the  project.  BuildingJ  TUV 
above  ground  rail  lines  will  create  a  barrier  that  will  divide  all  the  communities  through  which  it  will  pass,^hd~Uk  \  \  ^ 

become  an  obstacle  to  development  and  having  environmental  impacts  for  decades.  _ ' 

In  contrast  by  building  all  four  of  the  lines  below  ground  the  project  will  instead  be  a  blessing  for  communities  Ui  h TVvO 
through  which  it  passes.  Freeing  the  the  land  above  to  be  developed  and  used  as  housing,  parks,  bike  paths; 
enlivening  and  creating  a  future  for  the  communities  for  decades  to  come. 

i/ 

I  believe  the  high  speed  rail  should  end  in  Santa  Clara  to  better  be  able  to  link  the  high  speed  rail  to  the  San  Jose  V^T  h- 
Intemational  Airport.  ^ J 

Regards,  >  , 

Robert  Colley  "iCAW1  V  . 

Palo  Alto,  CA  in 


From:  Gregg  Cook  [gecook@pacbell.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  9:24  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


am  writing  you  today  to  voice  my  disapproval  for  the  proposal  to  build  an  elevated  rail  or  any  above  ground  high  speed  ^  « 
■ail  system  through  the  San  Francisco  Midpeninsula  region.  I  strongly  urge  you  to  seriously  consider  the  following  _j  ^ 


rail  system  through  the  San  Francisco  Midpeninsula  region.  I  strongly  urge  you  to  seriously  consider  the  following  -tood** 

alternatives  in  order  of  preference:  ending  the  high  speed  rail  system  in  San  Jose  or  Santa  Clara  and  transferring  "1^2^ 
passengers  onto  the  existing  Caltrain  system.  Given  the  budget  constraints  of  the  State  and  strong  public  opposition  taj  ^ 
the  midpeninsula  plan,  this  is  the  most  logical  choice.  Alternately,  tunneling  all  4  tracks  under  the  midpeninsula  region,  k 


Sincerely, 


Gregg  Cook 

1630  Escobita  Avenue 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Dear  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR)  Commissioners, 


March  3,  2009 


ACS  /-C^ 
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I  am  writing  to  make  suggestions  for  the  HSR  segment  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  I  believe  the 
current  plans  are  flawed  and  must  be  changed  to  meet  the  specific  needs  of  the  people  living  on  the  San 
Francisco  Peninsula. 

Recognizing  that:  •  . 

•  HSR  trains  in  other  countries  are  kept  out  of  high-density  residential  areas  (unless  prior  rail  use  has  j 

provided  the  wide  needed  railbed  area,  which  IS  NOT  the  case  on  the  SF  Peninsula);  I 

•  HSR  creates  noise  and  other  environmental  pollution  (e.g.,  dust,  ozone,  etc);  / 

•  HSR  above  grade  as  currently  proposed  would  be  a  visual  &  socioeconomic  "Berlin  Wall"  dividing^)  ^ 
the  Peninsula; 

•  HSR  above  grade  as  currently  proposed  would  require  eminent  domain  seizure  of  private  property-11 
along  nearly  the  entire  SF  Peninsula  route  to  achieve  the  needed  right-of-way  for  the  number  of 
tracks  proposed. 

I  ask  that  the  Commission  please  consider,  evaluate  and  openly  respond  to  (i.e.,  in  their  report  on  pubic 
comments)  the  following  5  options  listed  below  in  my  priority  order  (i.e.,  most  desired  at  top): 

1 .  Relocate  the  southern  part  of  the  HSR  tracks  (south  of  San  Mateo)  to  the  Baylands  corridor  -  you 
might  even  make  the  Blimp  hanger  into  a  contemporary  train  station.  Much  of  this  goes  through  non- 
residential  areas. 

2.  Have  people  transfer  to  a  Caltrain  "bullet  train"  for  their  trip  from  San  Jose  to/from  San 

Francisco.  Run  HSR  trains  to/from  Los  Angeles  to  San  Jose.  This  would  only  be  about  25  minute 
longer  trip  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco  and  would  save  BILLIONS  of  dollars  in  tax  payers 
money  in  engineering  and  construction  costs  and  avoid  years  of  delays  and  disruptions  to  the  public  for 
construction.  _ 

3.  Get  a  rule  exception  and  run  HSR  trains  at  current  grade  level  and  slow  speeds  (i.e.,  same  as  current 
Caltrain  "bullet  train"  speeds)  on  existing  right-of-way  Caltrain  tracks  (with  upgraded  bed  and  rails) 
from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  This  would  mean  only  about  a  15-minute  longer  trip  from  San  Jose  to 
San  Francisco  and  would  save 

$  BILLIONS  in  tax  payers’  money  in  engineering  and  construction  costs  and  avoid  years  of  delays  and 
disruptions  to  the  public  for  construction. 

4.  Put  the  HSR  tracks,  with  hot  rail  (not  overhead  electric  wire),  in  a  tunnel  under  the  existing  ^ 

CalTrain  tracks  (i.e.,  stacked  trains),  to  minimize  rail  footprint  and  avoid  eminent  domain  and 
confiscated  properties.  Do  this  for  the  heavily  residential  and  narrow  right-of-way  section  between  San 
Jose  and  Burlingame. 

5.  Put  the  HSR  tracks,  with  hot  rail,  in  a  below-grade  trench.  Road  crossing  would  be  at-grade  (LeTH  — 
no  elevated  bridges)  to  save  construction  costs.  HSR  and  Caltrain  would  use  the  same  tracks. 

I  would  appreciate  either  a  written  response  to  these  proposed  options  or  being  sent  a  copy  of  the  final”  I  _L 
report  that  incorporates  these  comments  on  the  HSR.  _ | 
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Alan  Cooper 
270  Kellogg  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
650-321-3644 
akcooper@pacbell.net 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Fori 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Se< ' 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  In  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6. 2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Sharon  Cooper  [scoop1@earthlink.net] 
Friday,  March  20,  2009  8:41  PM 
HSR  Comments 
scoopl  @earthlink.net 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sirs; 


We  all  agree,  California  needs  to  improve  public  transport  But,  I  would  never  have  voted  for 
the  HST  if  I  had  known  that  it  would  devastate  the  SF  Peninsula. 

Your  proposal  of  the  Cal-Train  corridor  is  unfortunate.  It  goes  smack-through  established 
residential  neighborhoods- -and  in  its  wake,  destroys  historic  properties,landmarks  and 
homesites.  Furthermore,please  consider  the  fate  of  many  narrow  neighborhood  strips,  up  and 
down  the  Peninsula, squashed  on  one  side  by  graffiti  walled  eyesores  along  with  the  noise  of j 
numerous  trains  and  on  the  other  side, by  a  busy  El  Camino  Real. 
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Please  consider  these  options; 


--run  a  Baby  Bullet  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose.  Consider--a  Bullet  could  save  auto  trips 
by  offering  three  or  four  stops  instead  of  two  proposed  HST  stops. 


Ct& 


Make  a  committed  effort  to  consider  putting  the  train  underground.  HST  shouldn't  run  through  1  47 
residential  neighborhoods  unless  they  are  underground! 


You  have  so  much  to  gain  by  doing  this  right  and  so  much  to  lose  if  you  don’t.  If  the  CHSRA 
leaves  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  with  a  project  that  creates  unmeasurable  ill-will  and  even 
worse,  an  monumental  eyesore,  it  will  not  bode  well  for  future  HST  projects.  Nor  will  your  4 1 
reputation  for  fairness,  good  judgement  and  wise  decision  making  be  enhanced,  so  please 


consider  one  of  these  options. 


Sincerely, 

Sharon  Cooper 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


1 
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James  B.  Cornett 

420  Sequoia  Avenue,  Palo  Alio,  CA  94036 
(650)  322-3801  jimbcomett@aoL.com 


March  5,  2009 
Mr.  Dan  Leavitt 

Deputy  Director  MAR  9  .AO 09 

ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (CHSRA) 

RE:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project 


Dear  CHSRA, 

I  attended  the  January  29,  2009  CHSRA  scoping  meeting  in  Santa  Clara  and  subsequent  local 
meetings  in  Palo  Alto  regarding  the  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR).  After  listening  to  the  presentations, 
oral  questions  and  responses,  I  ask  that  you  please  consider  the  following: 


VI 


Alternate  Routes  -  Northern  California.  Was  there  an  equivalent  level  (or  depth)  of  analysis  (to 
what  percent  engineering)  for  to  compare  routes  through  Pacheco  Pass  and  Altamont  Pass? 

It  appears  that  undue  consideration  may  have  been  given  to  including  San  Jose  along  the  HSR 
route.  If  the  HSR  goal  is  to  facilitate  travel  between  southern  and  northern  regions  of 
California,  a  route  crossing  the  Altamont  Pass  and  including  the  Oakland  Airport  as  well  as 
the  San  Francisco  Airport  seems  much  more  appropriate  and  beneficial. 


Alternate  Routes  -  San  Francisco  Peninsula.  Was  there  an  equivalent  level  (or  depth)  of  analysis 
(to  what  percent  engineering)  for  each  of  the  three  projected  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 
corridors  (Caltrain,  Highway  280,  Highway  101)? 


As  noted  recently  by  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council,  alternate  routes  for  the  HSR  along  the 
peninsula  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose,  such  as  highways  280  and  101,  should  receive  the 
equivalent  level  of  analysis  as  the  Caltrain  corridor.  Constructing  elevated  tracks  over  such 
highway  routes  would  provide  less  disruption  to  the  peninsula  communities. 


Adequate  Disclosure  -  Extent.  Why  was  the  full,  potentially  adverse  impact  on  quality  of  life  for 
municipalities  through  which  the  HSR  might  travel  not  adequately  disclosed  to  residents 
along  die  proposed  corridor? 

The  three  recendy  held  CHSRA  scoping  meetings  (all  in  January  of  2009),  and  the  local 
municipalities’  responses  to  them,  clearly  demonstrate  that  CHSRA  has  failed  to  adequately 
inform  California  residents  as  to  the  full  impact  of  the  HSR. 


Adequate  Disclosure  -  Liability.  What  is  the  CHSRA’s  stance  on  its  responsibility  (and  potential 
liability)  to  provide  full  disclosure  of  material  information  with  regard  to  the  potential  impact 
on  quality  of  life  for  municipalities  through  which  the  HSR  might  travel? 
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Publicly  held  corporations  in  the  United  States  are  required  by  law  (SEC)  to  disclose  all 
material  information.  Typically,  the  term  “materiality'”  is  functionally  determined  by  whether 
such  information  would  affect  a  person’s  actions  (for  example,  to  buy  or  sell  corporate 
securities).  It  appears  from  recent  comments,  now  that  the  citizens  are  fully  informed,  that 
CHSRA  withheld  material  information  from  the  residents  of  California. 


Cost/Benefit  Analysis.  Please  update  the  cost/benefit  analysis,  including  the  models  used  to 
predict  costs  and  ridership  revenues.  Please  make  this  information  easily  available,  in  full,  on 
the  CHSRA  website. 

Specifically,  what  is  the  CHSRA  response  to  the  many  deficiencies  raised  in  The  California 
High  Speed  Rail  Proposal  Due  Diligence  Report  of  September  2008  by  Wendell  Cox  and 
Joseph  Vranich.  ' 

San  Jose  Northern  Terminus.  What  is  the  fiscal  impact  on  the  program  (Los  Angeles  to  San  1 
Jose)  with  HSR  terminating  in  San  Jose  with  north  bound  ridership  transferring  to  Caltrain  to  \ 
reach  SFO  and/or  San  Francisco? 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  No-Build  Option.  Please  update  the  cost/benefit  analysis  for  the 
program  to  show  the  effect  of  the  “no-build”  option  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  project 
portion  of  the  program. 


Mr.  Spaethling  noted  during  the  February  26,  2009  meeting  at  the  Mitchell  Park  Community 
Center  that  the  “no-build”  option  was  applicable  to  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  project  (as 
distinct  from  a  no-build  option  for  the  entire  program).  As  such,. 


Passage  Through  Palo  Alto  -  Cost  Analysis.  Please  determine  an  accurate  cost  comparison  for 
above-grade  (elevated)  and  below-grade  (tunnel)  routes  for  the  HSR  through  Palo  Alto,  CA. 

More  specifically,  an  above-grade  route  incurs  costs  such  as,  but  not  limited  to:  grade 
separations,  noise  abatement,  interim  dislocation  of  Caltrain  tracks/scrvicc,  eminent  domain, 
construction  easement  as  well  as  impact  costs  to  the  municipalities  during  (and  possibly 
following)  construction  of  reduced  property  values,  business  decline  (and  even  termination), 
reduced  tax  revenue  and  increased  city  administration  costs  resulting  from  such  civic  and 
commercial  dislocations  and  potential  litigation  (and  program  costs  due  to  delay  caused  by 
litigation).  An  updated  and  accurate  cost  comparison  may  show  a  below-grade  route  to  be  a 
better  solution  even  should  the  comparison  show  it  carries  a  somewhat  increased  cost. 


Sincerely, 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


jimbcomett@aol.com 
Thursday,  March  05,  2009  4:54  PM 
HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project 


March  5,  2009 


California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (CHSRA) 


Dear  CHSRA, 


RE:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project 


I  attended  the  January  29, 2009  CHSRA  scoping  meeting  in  Santa  Clara  and  subsequent  local  meetings  in  Palo  Alto 
regarding  the  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR).  After  listening  to  the  presentations,  oral  questions  and  responses,  I  ask  that  you 
please  consider  the  following: 

Alternate  Routes -Northern  California.  Was  there  an  equivalent  level  (or  depth)  of  analysis  (to  what  percent 
engineering)  for  to  compare  routes  through  Pacheco  Pass  and  Altamont  Pass? 
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lt  appears  that  undue  consideration  may  have  been  given  to  including  San  Jose  along  the  HSR  route.  If  the  HSR  goal 
is  to  facilitate  travel  between  southern  and  northern  regions  of  California,  a  route  crossing  the  Altamont  Pass  and 
including  the  Oakland  Airport  as  well  as  the  San  Francisco  Airport  seems  much  more  appropriate  and  beneficial. 

Alternate  Routes  -  San  Francisco  Peninsula.  Was  there  an  equivalent  level  (or  depth)  of  analysis  (to  what  percent 
engineering)  for  each  of  the  three  projected  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  corridors  (Caltrain,  Highway  280,  Highway 

As  noted  recently  by  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council,  alternate  routes  for  the  HSR  along  the  peninsula  from  San  Francisco 
to  San  Jose,  such  as  highways  280  and  101,  should  receive  the  equivalent  level  of  analysis  as  the  Caltrain  corridor. 
Constructing  elevated  tracks  over  such  highway  routes  would  provide  less  disruption  to  the  peninsula  communities. 

Adequate  Disclosure  -  Extent.  Why  was  the  full,  potentially  adverse  impact  on  quality  of  life  for  municipalities  through"" 
which  the  HSR  might  travel  not  adequately  disclosed  to  residents  along  the  proposed  corridor? 
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The  three  recently  held  CHSRA  scoping  meetings  (all  in  January'  of  2009),  and  the  local  municipalities’  responses  to  f  ^  V?0°V 
them,  clearly  demonstrate  that  CHSRA  has  failed  to  adequately  inform  California  residents  as  to  the  full  impact  of  the/  . 

HSR.  J 

Adequate  Disclosure  -  Liability.  What  is  the  CHSRA’s  stance  on  its  responsibility  (and  potential  liability)  to  provide  full 
disclosure  of  material  information  with  regard  to  the  potential  impact  on  quality  of  life  for  municipalities  through 
which  the  HSR  might  travel? 

Publicly  held  corporations  in  the  United  States  are  required  by  law  (SEC)  to  disclose  all  material 
information.  Typically,  the  term  ‘‘materiality”  is  functionally  determined  by  whether  such  information 
would  affect  a  person’s  actions  (for  example,  to  buy  or  sell  corporate  securities).  It  appears  from  recent 
comments,  now  that  the  citizens  are  fully  informed,  that  CHSRA  withheld  material  information  from  the  J 
residents  of  California.  J 

Cost/Benefit_Analysis.  Please  update  the  cost/benefit  analysis,  including  the  models  used  to  predict  costs  and  ridershipH  £  S 

revenues.  Please  make  this  information  easily  available,  in  full,  on  the  CHSRA  website.  I  A^l7s,'s 
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Specifically,  what  is  the  CHSRA  response  to  the  many  deficiencies  raised  in  The  California  High  Speed  Rail  Proposal 
Due  Diligence  Report  of  September  2008  by  Wendell  Cox  and  Joseph  Vranich. 


San  Jose  Northern  Terminus.  What  is  the  fiscal  impact  on  the  program  (Los  Angeles  to  San  Jose)  with  HSR  terminating ~j  ^  ^ 
in  San  Jose  with  north  bound  ridership  transferring  to  Caitrain  to  reach  SFO  and/or  San  Francisco?  -/  tf] 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  No-Build  Option.  Please  update  the  cost/benefit  analysis  for  the  program  to  show  the  effect  of 


the  “no-build”  option  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  project  portion  of  the  program. 


Mr.  Spaethling  noted  during  the  February  26,  2009  meeting  at  the  Mitchell  Park  Community  Center  that  the  “no¬ 
build”  option  was  applicable  to  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  project  (as  distinct  from  a  no-build  option  for  the  entire 
program).  As  such,. 
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Passage  Through  Palo  Alto  -  Cost  Analysis.  Please  determine  an  accurate  cost  comparison  for  above-grade  (elevated) 
and  below-grade  (tunnel)  routes  for  the  HSR  through  Palo  Alto,  CA. 


More  specifically,  an  above-grade  route  incurs  costs  such  as,  but  not  limited  to:  grade  separations,  noise  abatement, 
interim  dislocation  of  Caitrain  tracks/service,  eminent  domain,  construction  easement  as  well  as  impact  costs  to  the 
municipalities  during  (and  possibly  following)  construction  of  reduced  property  values,  business  decline  (and  even 
termination),  reduced  tax  revenue  and  increased  city  administration  costs  resulting  from  such  civic  and  commercial 
dislocations  and  potential  litigation  (and  program  costs  due  to  delay  caused  by  litigation).  An  updated  and  accurate 
cost  comparison  may  show  a  below-grade  route  to  be  a  better  solution  even  should  the  comparison  show  it  carries  a 
somewhat  increased  cost.  _ 


Sincerely, 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Cynthia  Costell  [mailto:flossyrabbit@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  1:04  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

A  neighborhood  news  letter  just  informed  us  of  the  quiet  meetings 
at  the  State  level  about  the  high  speed  train.  I  am  disappointed  and 
angry  to  learn  that  people  living  in  Palo  Alto  have  not  been  informed 
of  these  plans  until  today,  the  last  meeting. 

As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  for  50  years.  I  urge  you  NOT  to  run 
the  high  speed  train  on  the  CalTrain  tracks  along  Alma  Street. 

It  will  devastate  large  portions  of  residential  neighborhoods  in 
Palo  Alto. 

I  also  fear  what  a  200  mph  train  would  do  to  Palo  Alto  High 
School,  which  adjoins  Alma  Street.  I  have  taught  at  that  high  school 
for  many  years.  Every  time  a  train  goes  by,  classes  are  incapacitated 
for  several  minutes.  At  present,  it  is  an  unacceptable  interruption. 
The  additional  construction  and  the  high  speed  train  would  be  a 
disaster  to  our  classes. 

Why  run  the  train  through  residential  areas  and  make  people  give 
up  their  homes  because  of  eminent  domain  when  you  could  put 
the  tracks  closer  to  Highway  101  ? 
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Thank  you 
Cynthia  Costell 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:47  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message . 

From:  Jonathan  Cranch  [mailto: jpcranch@pacbell.net] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  26,  2009  4:43  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Mr  Leavitt, 


I  wish  to  register  my  total  disbelief  that  you.  and  your  committee  are  even  considering  a  high 
speed  train  configuration  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose,  to  say  nothing  of  having  a 
potential  station  location  here  in  Palo  Alto.  It  is  clear  that  the  current  trains  betweei 
those  2  locations  serve  a  certain  commuter  traffic  for  the  Peninsula,  and  they  need  to  <r 

continue  to  do  so.  It  is  also  clear  that  a  high  speed  train  between  S  F  and  L  A,  which 
would  include  one  segment  between  S  F  and  San  Jose,  would  not  serve  or  benefit  a  large 
enough  segment  of  the  population  to  warrant  the  costs  of  such  a  project,  especially  in 
today's  current  state  of  economic  distress,  uncertainty  and  overall  public  malaise.  Those  who 
travel  between  S  F  and  L  A  usually  need  their  own  vehicles,  especially  in  L  A,  where  public 
transportation  remains  regrettably  poorly  connected.  c _ - 


I  am  totally  against  this  project  and  feel  that  it  is  outright  fiscal  lunacy  to  embark  on 
this  project  of  dubious  overall  value  at  a  mindbogling  cost  to  us  all,  whether  it  surfaces  as 
bond  issues,  future  county/city  surtaxes  or  a  simple  increase  in  our  State's  budget  deficit. 

Sincerely, 


A)o  ikfex.k 
A  (-fo 


4L°| 


°\ 


Hannah  Cranch 
2520  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
94301 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jonathan  Cranch  Opcranch@pacbell.net] 
Friday,  March  20,  2009  9:20  PM 
HSR  Comments 
High  speed  rail  betw  S  F  &  SJ 


To  whom  this  may  concern: 

I  do  NOT,  in  any  way,  shape  or  form  support  the  idea  of  the  need  for  a  high  speed  rail  system”)  ^  0ffuiho*, 
between  S  3  &  S  F.  The  type  of  service  needed  between  the  2  above  mentioned  points  is  a 
commuter  service  only,  which  is  already  in  place.  If  Caltrain  decides  to  cut  such  service 
further  as  is  possibly  indicatedt  the  end  of  this  month,  then  it  will  contribute  to  a 
situation  in  which  the  commuter  must  increasingly  use  his/her  personal  form  of  transportation 
instead  of  public  transit. 


I  am  in  total  disagreement  that  Peninsula  residents  need  a  high  speed  rail  service  between  S 
F  and  L  A,  of  which  the  S  F  to  S  3  segment  would  be  a  part.  While  I  no  longer  need  to  travel 
from  Palo  Alto  to  Los  Angeles  on  a  regular  schedule,  I  fail  to  see  how  a  high  speed  train 
would  ever  be  able  to  accommodate  such  travel  on  an  improved  basis  over  what  most  of  us  do 
today. 


$  1 


1.  Individual  travel  costs:  Cost  of  train  fare,  plus  cost  of  bus  fare  (if  bus  service  is 
actually  available  to  your  specified  destination),  cost  of  taxi  or  rental  car  if  no  local  bus 
service  is  available  at  your  exact  destination,  plus  huge  cost  of  total  time  spent  (wasted) 
in  waiting  for  transit  connections.  Of  course,  if  you  are  on  business  travel  and  your 
company  still  has  an  operations  budget,  you  might  be  picked  up  at  the  train  station  by  a 
specially  arranged  for  vehicle. 


ft  $  Oo-f  ff 


2.  Programs  already  in  place:  Fairly  good  air  service  between  either  S  F  and/or  S  3  and  L  A 
X  and  /or  Burbank;  fairly  good  rental  car  arrangements  already  in  place  at  all  above 
mentioned  locations;  fairly  quick  trips  via  personal  vehicle  or  company  approved  use  vehicle 
on  highways  already  in  existence  to  the  exact  destination  desired  or  needed,  plus  personal 
convenience  in  reaching  your  overnight  accommodations  once  the  business  day  is  over. 

3.  Federal,  state  and  county  costs:  Undeniably  enormous  financial 

support  this  program  will  be  needed  on  all  levels.  Ultimately,  these  costs  will  land  on  the 
shoulders  of  every  single  taxpayer  in  California.  In  case  you  haven’t  checked  this  out 
recently,  there  are  more  and  more  folks  living  in  California  who  DON’T  actually  pay  taxes 
because  of  their  income  status.  The  entertainment  of  this  proposal  for  a  transportation 
system  that  we  don't  need  and  can’t  pay  for  IS  TOTALLY  LUDICROUS! 


V'  K4*' 


Please  acknowledge  receipt  of  this  letter. 


Thank  you, 

Hannah  Cranch 
email  address  is  as  above 
2520  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


1 


T-sc  % 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  H.  Cranch 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safetv?  m  MyS& 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  1 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their*^  ^  QfO 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  Stefas 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  .  r 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CA.^'  ^  / 


Name 

Address 

H.  Cranch 

2520  Emerson,  Palo  Alto  94301 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 


Not  here,  Sir.  Nope!  Do  NOT  even  j- 

think  about  HST  here.  Try  going 

UNDER  101.  Hey,  where  in  the 

world  do  you  think  the  $$  for  this  $  ^ 

will  come  from?  Printing  more  Z/ 

doesn't  do  it. 


I'SC  S7 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Seat:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  4:06  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  speed  rail  is  only  acceptable  in  a  FULL  BORE  TUNNELING 


From:  Sarnia  Cullen  [mailto:scullen@apr.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  12:24  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  speed  rail  is  only  acceptable  in  a  FULL  BORE  TUNNELING 
Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  and  I  voted  for  the  High  Speed  Rail,  but  I  did  not  want  my  vote  to  destroy  our  community^JS^tawd 
The  only  acceptable  way  to  have  a  high  speed  rail  in  a  full  bore  tunneling  other  way  the  impact  on  the  community  Is  a  * ^ 
devastating  one.  y 

Let's  do  it  right. 


Sarnia  Cullen 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:41  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High-Speed  Rail 


From:  Violeta  Cumti  [mailto:vcumti@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  March  02,  2009  7:39  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High-Speed  Rail 


#1  cpYiwxunfy 


.u  urttn? 


The  high-speed  train  will  impact  the  lives  of  the  families  here  between  Lambert  and  West  Charleston  especially  U  poi£> 


those  who  live  next  to  the  railroad  tracks.  The  homes  have  smaller  lots  and  widening  the  space  for  the  tracks, 
will  make  their  lots  even  smaller  and  their  children  will  be  driven  to  play  in  the  streets.  We  are  suffering  ahead 
with  the  present  Caltrain  and  the  freight  train  system  due  to  noise/vibration  at  different  times  of  the  day  and  at 
2am.  Many  families  here  with  small  children  walk  to  schools,  parks,  and  other  after  school  activities  everydayl 


ULi  viuwcvn 


We  are  against  the  blight  that  will  be  created  in  our  backyards  and  in  our  CityT^,  | 


Violeta  Cumti 
Broker 

V.  Cumti  Realty 
212  Margarita  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306-2822 
phone:  650  493-1176 
fax:  650  493-6048 
mobile:  650  387-3367 
email:  v  cumti  i®, yahoo  .com 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 

HSR  Comments 
Tuesday,  April  21 , 2009  4:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Bay  Area  portion  of  HSR 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Stacey  Curry  [mailto:staceycurry@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  1:27  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Bay  Area  portion  of  HSR 


I  am  a  Palo  Alto  resident  who  lives  within  500  feet  of  the  Caltrain  tracks  with  a  direct  viei^ll^^ 
of  Caltrain  today.  I  am  writing  to  you  because  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  impact  of  the  1 
HSR  running  from  San  Francisco  to  San  lose.  _ ) 


1.  Visual  Impact:  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure 
with  wires  up  to  40  feet  in  the  air  with  a  75  foot  wide  train  path?  J 


2.  Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent 
trains  running  at  much  higher  speeds?  Construction  will  take  a  long  time,  what  actions  will 
be  taken  to  make  sure  the  disturbance  to  those  of  us  next  to  the  track  is  not  so  intolerable 
that  families  will  be  up  at  night  because  of  the  noise  and  lights. 


U[IACT^ 


^  l  eJ  iwjvuK 


3.  Local  traffic  flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from 
their  schools  and  large  sections  of  Palo  Alto  from  emergency  services?  What  will  happen  tcfc=j 
the  current  train  crossings.  If  the  train  stops  in  Palo  Alto,  how  will  you  handle  the 
exponential  increase  in  traffic,  pollution  and  need  for  parking? 

4.  Projects  already  funded  by  taxpayer's  money:  How  will  we  be  compensated  for  the  parks 

and  public  pathways  that  will  be  eliminated  and/or  downsized  that  as  taxpayers  we've  already! 
paid  for?  In  particular.  Peers  Park  which  runs  along  the  train  tracks.  __j 


5.  Environment 


:  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  large  trees  along  the  tracks  such  as  El 


Alto  and  impacting  local  wildlife? 


J 


I  would  also  like  you  to  strongly  consider  the  alternatives  for  this  project  such  as 
the  line  in  San  Dose  and  using  the  existing  Caltrain  trains  and  baby  bullets  to 
transport  passengers  to  San  Francisco  or  putting  the  portion  running  through  residential 


ending!  , 


communities  in  underground  tunnels.  I  ask  you  to  think  about  what  Washington  DC  would 

like  today  if  their  public  subway  transportion  ran  above  ground.  Please  preserve  our"7  J 

beautiful  communities  and  not  create  walls  between  them. 


Thank  you  for  your  attention, 

Stacey  Curry  Bishop 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


l 


J'SC  10 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmentaf  Impact  Report/ 

H  Pact  Tnt  (EIR/EIS)'  The  SCOpin9  process  also  helps  t0  project  impacts,  alternative!!  mttigation 

AuthnriXS/rPt?.dme3HH0nmenta  *bjeCt  areas  deservm9  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  UMlAU. - Cu_*tll2JC _ _ _  Ctty  gJcL  Affe _  State:  QA  Zip  ?</  ?£>£ 

Title  (if  applicable): - Phone:  ST  Fax: 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ _ _  E-mail:  t>  fa  L  K  cj  4- 

Address K  Iv  cb  V/S>  A  ^  7.  A  9  ~  ~ 

^  Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices.  •"  ^.,r.  — 

Please  comment  clearly. 


~T^O^J(CS  ■Q&r-  l IMre^W^t  JT 

t\  c\x^JL  (jSL>  U  ea-*r  d  . 

4s  c-cw,  W(  o^c/y-mc,  T  [\vsl 

X  €v^Uuo,Si^-UtCt/((y  5Hpp^  Co^ccpf  ^ 

XT  u>aA  vV'cdly  a)a auXt  ^ 

O-  does  CVcCv  isyxjp&cJb' 

4t?  UuU^€^U^.  W2^W2j 

(J)pH~ic5\AA  C\Ac>  £4<pc£  » 

•  App«wn®«eQ,  ^sswe  sUpUm  or-  anXltJ-lW 

CIA.  VAA^  V  ieU>-3CC«-fi_C^  v — ' 

.  Lcx^L  ose,:  c^ve^f  Alvua,  SL.  W  o.  (  j 

\>{oL  4vw«Cic.  cowscW  4c  od&'ro-JUxJe. 

Le>v  Uvc**~<i  Cx,  Csc«UA,Wcu)Lj 

•  Tr^-^5^o  ;  tAj- or-  eA^V-ovovtsj  4vxx£cJ4 

-41®^  c^rcs^  Lo  ^  cor-ciioX' 

'  A/oisSj  ocW^o^e.  ••  (ess  Cu^exi>L  G<^4nxX)4^  \4 

•  SoJj-e^^  -  e(t-AMu,iA  ecC  lisl  t>Ajus  *  !  '  Mf 

Thanlt  uni  Wum..  11.:.  : ....  ( ^  ^ 


Tnank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave^our  foi 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  in 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009 


le  comment  table  (wVj^ 
in  our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T'Sc^ri 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


hanic  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  impact  Report/ 

mZrrani  mP  statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives^itigatfon 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  ’ 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  P 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (ptease  print):  Wl  l  C^l^P _  City:  _  State:  Q&  Zip 

Ti,le(ifapp,icab,e>:__ - _ Phone: &TQ  Z  -*  3-  I 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Fax: 


Address 


E-mail: 


Blvci .  ,  Pool#  Alicp 


ku  k  I  U  c v  i*  l  e  V'  (d_  cxo l .  c.o u<, 

_ 3M3££x _ 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


spfiW'  uP\U  h-Q  yjse.1  Coy  \y^het(^S 

Ow  'MpSj  uoL?  CA hU  Ua^S 2>  . 

\  ocaQj  6,  Cc  i—v  o  tcA 

Ccb^^V^CLaa^  a.CCOuutcup 

uaA^Hv 

C(5UA,  u/UvJJ'VfS^S  v'C-  'JfSXyj 

•fe'r 

UvA^  Ue^4r5-  ^rC>  Cut-  S(pH- 

Sc>  /yp©#^  <2^5 

Cc?  aiA.  cc>tA<Du^ 


LocoJL  c»^'jc^aa>4 


CcMr3 


4. 


o^. 


fPrf 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


r-sc^ 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  ffi§pi-£p8eel$l$l 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  1BY:  I 

O  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^Lanuary  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  (4'  C  ((S^T _  City:  \q  Ac  ({p1 _  State:  CA-  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable):  Phone^T?-^ §  Fax:  C(j  (/  dl refY 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address  H t^>  (\)  <£/ 


E‘mail:  o  f- tgA-  r\-o(  -»  Com 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  dearly. 


'C_ 


U  l  U-Q  Qx'JO'OS  b'cfrfy/  j 

d&su  (LaJllHfxxiA/j  vn'Q^  ^ 

(3^<A  cl'i-y  ‘D'dnb&k S  Cou  Pi  Srov 

Ar^cA csl* And  reaiAy',  .  .._  ^2rt vortno 
UjbvoU'- CoJ2  Tjxxxuu  _  cvlxxL 

CL  Q-io OH  ^  o  'pYt^-Oi  do  0  LA_ 

o  tA6i  ecjs^ss  ,  (Judxx^  a 

ArfoXcAos, .  V^coLy  j  S 1  v_xjv^  fy  5  Ot/CLJr* 

TifiLu.  -So  .*4o 

c.<via  CLOl/U — ,  -  ^ 

•  C  &  ir-r^dr'  Co^TTcuaA^ 


Oi~4$Mr 


Thank  you  for  your  partidpation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  doses  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


I'SC^S 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  Bigbillcutler@aol.com 

Sent:  Friday,  April  03,  2009  3:21  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Note,  for  the  public  record,  I  have  provided  a  copy  of  these  comments  to  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Palo  Alto.  I  am 
also  sending  a  copy  via  U.  S.  Mail  in  order  to  be  sure  my  comments  are  not  lost  or  ignored. 

Sincerely, 

William  H.  Cutler 
4114  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

biqbillcutler@aol.com 

650-493-8715 


Greetings  from  the  pyramid  guy  (ask  Dominic), 


HSR,  Blessing  or  Curse? 


Palo  Alto  is  iconic.  (I  play  that  card  with  some  embarrassment.  It  sounds  so  boastful  and  self-serving.)  Palo  Alto  is  know 
world-wide  as  a  center  of  innovation  and  a  place  of  gracious  and  sophisticated  living.  It  has  an  ideal  climate  and  ideal 
location  near  San  Francisco,  between  scenic  mountains  and  baylands.  It  is  a  wonderful  place  to  live  and  the  product  of 
decades  of  civic  involvement  to  keep  it  that  way.  Unlike  Las  Vegas,  what  happens  in  Palo  Alto  goes  everywhere. 


You  have  a  choice.  You  can  do  HSR  the  right  way  in  Palo  Alto  and  showcase  your  wisdom  and  creativity  to  the  world. 
You  can  mess  up  and  ruin  a  perfectly  good  town,  demonstrating  that  HSR  is  a  curse  to  any  town  that  hosts  it,  thereby 
ruining  the  reputation  of  HSR  and  dooming  the  future  of  HSR  in  California  and  the  rest  of  the  U.  S. 

Yes,  I  do  support  HSR,  IF  IT  IS  DONE  RIGHT.  HSR  is  good  for  the  planet,  good  for  California,  and  it  can  be  a  blessing  I 
for  Palo  Alto  and  any  other  town  along  the  right-of-way.  \ 


There  is  a  principle  in  design  that  says,  "If  you  stretch  your  imagination  to  the  wildest  fantasy  of  what  might  be  and  work!  -gjt . 


back  to  reality  from  there,  you  get  a  much  better  result  than  if  you  start  with  the  current  messed  up  situation  and  try  to 


patch  it  up." 


* 


The  ideal  world  I  envision  has  Caltrain  and  HSR  sharing  an  underground  right  of  way,  the  surface  converted  to  strip  park 
next  to  residential  areas  and  appropriate  development  next  to  non-residential  areas.  This  will  make  Alma  St.  a  grand 
boulevard  instead  of  the  drab  stretch  it  is  now,  and  avoid  creating  a  strip  of  blight  if  the  ugly,  noisy,  elevated  track  optio 
adopted.  HSR,  Caltrain,  BART,  light  rail,  surface  buses  and  point-to-point  jitney  service  all  work  smoothly  together  in  a 
seamless  transportation  network  that  is  quick  and  comfortable. 


If  we  don’t  dream  it,  it  can  never  happen. 


3^^ 


u 


It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  to  invest  in  the  dream.  If  you  don’t,  if  you  insist  on  the  narrow,  lowest- 
cost-at-all-costs  approach,  you  will  make  a  pariah  of  HSR,  and  you  will  be  skunks.  If  you  invest  in  the  vision  and  make  it  a 
reality,  then  HSR  will  be  seen  as  a  huge  blessing  to  all  mankind  and  you  will  be  heroes. 
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The  investment  is  the  incremental  cost  of  tunneling  with  the  added-value  of  the  new  surface  amenities  subtracted,  as 
compared  with  the  costs  of  above-ground  construction  plus  the  resulting  property  value  losses. 


It  clear  that  the  interests  of  small  neighborhoods  and  the  interests  of  the  world  at  large  coincide,  when  viewed  in  the  large 
perspective.  Society  is  strong  when  there  is  a  sense  of  mutual  support.  When  neighborhoods  on  the  opposite  sides  of 
town  support  each  other,  when  towns  across  the  length  and  breadth  of  California  recognize  and  respect  one  another’s 
interests,  then  we  have  a  good  society.  When  neighborhoods  support  only  narrow  selfish  interests,  society  fails  apart. 

This  is  why  the  State  of  California,  the  Federal  Government,  and  private  investors  should  pay  a  little  extra  to  make  HSR  , 
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nice  for  Palo  Alto,  and  for  every  other  town  that  is  threatened  with  a  negative  impact.  If  HSR  is  seen  anywhere  as  a 
destructive  force,  it  betrays  its  purpose  and  betrays  society. 

High  Speed  Rail  is  transformative.  Many  have  stated  that.  High  speed  rail  is  coming.  Let's  work  for  that  transformative 
power  to  be  as  broad  and  as  beneficial  as  it  possibly  can  be. 


*% 


History  of  Project  Opposition 

Are  you  aware  of  the  history  of  projects  that  have  encountered  opposition  from  small  but  determined  citizens’  groups" 
Have  you  considered  the  risk  to  the  HSR  project  due  to  delay,  cost  increases,  and  even  totally  blocking  the  project? 
suggest  you  research  the  case  of  Integrated  Solid  Waste  Management  in  Santa  Clara  County. 

Criteria  and  Method  of  Evaluation 

It  is  a  principle  of  civic  affairs,  having  almost  the  force  of  a  law  of  nature,  that  no  plan  can  succeed  that  does  not  make 
winners  of  all  the  major  stakeholders.  Consequently,  to  set  the  CAHSRA  on  the  path  to  success,  I  suggest  the  following. 


In  advance  of  any  consideration  of  configuration  options  for  the  HSR  SF-SJO  Corridor,  the  CAHSRA  shall,  with  full 
involvement  and  consent  of  the  affected  segments  of  the  public,  establish  and  quantify  the  criteria  to  be  used  in  evaluating 
and  ranking  HSR  configuration  options,  and  the  methods  of  analysis  to  be  used  in  scoring  the  configuration  options 
against  the  criteria.  The  CAHSRA  shall  not  take  upon  itself  the  authority  to  force  a  configuration  selection  over  the 
reasonable  objections  of  the  affected  segments  of  the  public.  In  other  words,  “Because  I  said  so.”  is  not  a  valid  selection 
criterion. 

In  particular,  determine,  with  public  participation,  the  means  for  evaluating  the  dollar  cost  of  various  configuration  options 
against  the  non-dollar  cost  of  impacts  on  communities  and  individual  quality  of  life  along  the  right-of-way. 

Qualities  of  a  Good  Outcome 

The  HSR  has  promise  of  being  a  world-class  model  for  the  rest  of  the  U.  S.  and  a  point  of  pride  for  its  host  communities 
and  the  State  of  California,  BUT  ONLY  if  certain  qualities  are  realized.  Please  ensure  that  these  qualities  are  delivered  in 
the  HSR  configuration  that  is  selected. 

This  request  is  advanced  under  the  principle  of  Equity  in  Distribution  of  Benefits  and  Burdens.  Quite  clearly,  HSR 
promises  great  benefit  for  the  State  of  California  overall.  The  burden  associated  with  delivering  this  benefit  should  not  fall 
inequitably  on  a  small  fraction  of  the  State's  citizenry.  Should  that  inequity  occur,  it  would  be  a  serious  setback  for  the 
cause  of  sustainable  transportation  in  California,  and  perhaps  the  entire  U.  S.,  stimulating  fierce  opposition  to  HSR  in 
communities  that  might  be  threatened  by  its  impact.  The  qualities  described  below  would  be  considered  proper  by  any  v 
reasonable  person,  and  cannot  be  compromised  for  reason  of  cost  or  any  other  justification. 

-  Quiet:  No  audible  disturbance  to  normal  conversation  on  the  street  or  in  homes  shall  occur,  nor  shall  any  disturbance  to  Ho 

the  enjoyment  of  music  or  the  refreshment  of  quiet  solitude  within  the  confines  of  homes.  |  ^ 

-  Invisible:  No  visual  intrusion  shall  occur  beyond  what  currently  occurs  with  CalTrain  into  the  viewspace  of  neighborhoods  I 
bordering  the  corridor. 

NM 

-  Safe:  Trains  are  kept  entirely  separate  from  vehicle,  bicycle  and  pedestrian  traffic.  In  the  case  of  a  derailment,  no  ' 

equipment  shall  leave  the  boundaries  of  the  right-of-way. 
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-  Enhanced  traffic  circulation:  Traffic  circulation  and  safety  for  vehicles,  bicycles  and  pedestrians  shall  be  at  least  a  good' 
as  at  present. 

-  Coordinated  with  other  transit  modes:  A  seamless  web  of  quick  and  convenient  transit  shall  be  provided,  doorstep  to 
destination,  for  commuters  and  long-distance  travelers  alike. 

-  A  community  asset:  The  right-of-way  becomes  a  community  asset  for  use  as  park  or  above-ground  development  as 

compatible  with  adjacent  land  use.  _  t  i 

-  No  taking  of  homes  shall  occur. 
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-  No  loss  of  property  values  shall  occur  in  communities  adjacent  to  the  right-of-way. 


Trench  and  Partial  Cover  Option 

Please  consider  a  trench  and  partial  cover  option  for  the  stretch  of  the  HSR  through  Palo  Alto,  and  through  other 
communities  where  conditions  are  similar. 


The  proposed  configuration  places  the  roadbed  in  a  trench.  The  South/West  boundary  of  the  trench  is  the  existing  fence  | 
line.  The  North/East  boundary  may  extend  under  Alma  St.  as  necessary  to  provide  the  needed  width.  The  trench  is 
covered  over  for  most  of  its  width.  The  cover  supports  the  pavement  of  Alma  street  which  is  over  the  trench.  To  the 
South/West  side  of  Alma  St.,  the  cover  supports  soil  for  vegetation,  or  buildings  in  areas  where  such  development  is 
appropriate.  The  cover  is  left  open,  either  continuously  or  intermittently,  over  the  track  on  the  farthest  South/West  side  of 
the  trench.  This  track  is  used  for  diesel  freight  traffic  and  the  open  area  provides  for  ventilation.  This  open  area  also 
relieves  the  pressure  buildup  at  the  front  of  the  HSR  train.  If  passive  ventilation  is  insufficient,  fans  to  augment  flow  may 


be  installed. 


The  structure  is  constructed  in  two  phases.  The  first  phase  is  to  excavate  the  trench  sufficient  for  two  tracks  on  the 
North/East  side.  This  may  require  closing  one  or  two  lanes  of  traffic  on  Alma  St.  until  the  cover  over  the  tracks  is  installed 
and  Alma  St.  can  be  restored.  The  existing  tracks  are  left  undisturbed  for  CalTrain  and  SP  freight  use. 


The  second  phase  of  construction  moves  CalTrain  and  SP  freight  to  the  new  tracks  in  the  trench  while  the  trenching  on 
the  South/West  side  is  completed. 


For  the  most  part,  construction  proceeds  in  a  straight-forward  manner.  Special  measures  will  be  required  at  the  San 
Antonio  overpass,  at  the  current  Oregon  Ave.,  Embarcadero  and  University  Ave.  underpasses,  at  creek  crossings,  and  at 
stations.  However,  these  measures  are  no  more  extreme  than  the  measures  required  in  those  locations  for  other 
configurations  of  the  HSR. 


This  configuration  has  the  advantage  of  restoring  current  underpasses  to  surface-level  streets,  with  improvements  in 
traffic  flow,  and  reduced  costs  for  accommodating  the  intersections. 

Accommodating  Underground  Services 

Placing  the  HSR  right-of-way  on  an  elevated  structure  does  not  alleviate  the  necessity  to  accommodate  underground 
services  such  as  utility  and  sewer  lines,  and  communication  cables,  that  cross  under  the  current  right  of  way.  Access 
these  lines  for  maintenance  and  repair  must  be  provided  by  any  configuration  of  the  HSR. 

Tube  Under  the  Bay 


Please  consider  a  routing  of  the  HSR  right-of-way  from  San  Jose  to  the  vicinity  of  the  San  Francisco  Airport  through  a 
tube  under  San  Francisco  Bay.  This  option  could  be  constructed  using  the  same  technology  as  the  BART  tube. 


Landscaping  the  Elevated  Track  Structure 


Note,  this  suggestion  is  NOT  AN  ENDORSEMENT  of  the  elevated  track  option.  It  is  offered  as  a  partial  mitigation  in  casJa  - 
the  elevated  option  is  imposed  against  the  interests  of  residential  neighborhoods  that  abut  the  right  of  way.  jffij 


Where  the  HSR  right  of  way  is  elevated,  the  sides  of  the  elevated  structure  shall  be  terraced  and  landscaped  with  suitable 
vegetation.  This  feature  shall  be  provided  wherever  the  elevated  structure  can  be  viewed  by  residents  from  their  property! 
or  by  the  public,  except  in  highly  urbanized  or  industrial  areas.  The  contours  of  the  terracing  and  top  of  the  wall,  in  both 
elevation  and  plan  views,  shall  be  undulating  or  stepped  in  order  to  avoid  any  extended  straight  lines.  If  poles  are  used  tcj 
support  overhead  power  lines  for  the  trains  (see  suggestion  to  utilize  third-rail  technology  in  residential  areas  as  the 
preferred  alternative)  and  the  right-of-way  is  narrow,  foundations  for  the  poles  may  be  integrated  into  the  sloping  sides  of 
the  terraced  structure  so  that  poles  are  far  enough  from  tracks. 

The  terraces  shall  be  planted  with  species  that  are  drought-resistant,  non-invasive  of  the  local  ecosystem,  low 
maintenance,  and  attractive  in  appearance  at  all  times  of  the  year.  The  effect  shall  be  of  a  natural  hillside.  An  estate- 
quality  appearance,  with  all  plantings  healthy,  well  groomed,  weed  and  trash  free,  shall  be  maintained  through  continuous 
care  by  a  crew  of  horticulturaily-trained  gardeners  (not  biow-and-go  guys).  Funding  for  this  care  shall  be  included  as  a 
permanent  item  in  the  rail  system’s  operating  budget.  A  cost  of  $250,000  per  mile-year  should  be  sufficient,  providing 
about  2  hours  per  month  of  attention  to  each  100  ft.  of  landscaping  along  the  tracks. 
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Property  owners  abutting  the  right  of  way  shall  be  given  the  option  of  having  the  terraced  structure  as  the  rear  boundary  of 
their  property  (no  fence).  They  shall  be  allowed  to  construct  their  side  fences  right  up  to  the  terraced  structure.  In  such 
cases,  property  owners  shall  allow  access  to  the  landscaping  by  the  maintenance  crew. 


Third-rail 

Where  the  HSR  passes  through  residential  neighborhoods  or  non-industrial  commercial  areas,  power  to  the  trains  shall  be 
delivered  via  a  third  rail  and  no  unsightly  overhead  power  wires  shall  be  used.  In  such  areas,  the  speed  of  the  train  (we 
are  told)  will  be  limited  to  120  mph,  easing  the  challenge  to  implementing  the  third-rail  technology. 


Feeling  the  pinch  at  the  grocery  store?  Make  dinner  for  $10  or  less. 


4114  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
April  3,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Note,  I  have  also  sent  a  copy  of  these  suggestions  via  e-mail,  to  be  sure  they  are  not  lost. 

Greetings  from  the  pyramid  guy  (ask  Dominic), 

HSR,  Blessing  or  Curse? 

Palo  Alto  is  iconic.  (I  play  that  card  with  some  embarrassment/It  sounds  so  boastful  and 
self-serving.)  Palo  Alto  is  know  world-wide  as  a  center  of  innovation  and  a  place  of 
gracious  and  sophisticated  living.  It  has  an  ideal  climate  and  ideal  location  near  San 
Francisco,  between  scenic  mountains  and  baylands.  It  isA  wonderful  place  to  live  and  the 
product  of  decades  of  civic  involvement  to  keep  it  that/way.  Unlike  Las  Vegas,  what 
happens  in  Palo  Alto  goes  everywhere.  / 

You  have  a  choice.  You  can  do  HSR  the  right  way  in  Palo  Alto  and  showcase  your 
wisdom  and  creativity  to  the  world.  You  can  mess  up  and  ruin  a  perfectly  good  town, 
demonstrating  that  HSR  is  a  curse  to  any  town  that  hosts  it,  thereby  ruining  the  reputation 
of  HSR  and  dooming  the  future  of  HSR  in  California  and  the  rest  of  the  U.  S. 

Yes,  I  do  support  HSR,  IF  IT  IS  DONE  RIGHT.  HSR  is  good  for  the  planet,  good  for 
California,  and  it  can  be  a  blessing  for  Palo  Alto  and  any  other  town  along  the  right-of- 
way.  / 

There  is  a  principle  in  design  that  says !  "If  you  stretch  your  imagination  to  the  wildest 
fantasy  of  what  might  be  and  work  b^ck  to  reality  from  there,  you  get  a  much  better  result 
than  if  you  start  with  the  current  messed  up  situation  and  try  to  patch  it  up." 

The  ideal  world  I  envision  has  Caltrain  and  HSR  sharing  an  underground  right  of  way,  the 
surface  converted  to  strip  park  next  to  residential  areas  and  appropriate  development  next 
to  non-residential  areas.  This  will  make  Alma  St.  a  grand  boulevard  instead  of  the  drab 
stretch  it  is  now,  and  avoid  creating  a  strip  of  blight  if  the  ugly,  noisy,  elevated  track 
option  is  adopted.  HSR,  Caltrain,  BART,  light  rail,  surface  buses  and  point-to-point  jitney 
service  all  work  smoothly  together  in  a  seamless  transportation  network  that  is  quick  and 
comfortable. 

If  we  don't  dream  it,  it  can  never  happen.  • 
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It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  to  invest  in  the  dream.  If  you  don't,  if 
you  insist  on  the  narrow,  lowest-cost-at-all-costs  approach,  you  will  make  a  pariah  of 
HSR,  and  you  will  be  skunks.  If  you  invest  in  the  vision  and  make  it  a  reality,  then  HSR 
will  be  seen  as  a  huge  blessing  to  all  mankind  and  you  wilrbe  heroes. 

The  investment  is  the  incremental  cost  of  tunneling  with  the  added-value  of  the  new 
surface  amenities  subtracted,  as  compared  with  the  costs  of  above-ground  construction 
plus  the  resulting  property  value  losses. 

It  clear  that  the  interests  of  small  neighborhoods/and  the  interests  of  the  world  at  large 
coincide,  when  viewed  in  the  larger  perspective:  Society  is  strong  when  there  is  a  sense  of 
mutual  support.  When  neighborhoods  on  the  opposite  sides  of  town  support  each  other, 
when  towns  across  the  length  and  breadth  of  California  recognize  and  respect  one 
another’s  interests,  then  we  have  a  good  society.  When  neighborhoods  support  only 
narrow  selfish  interests,  society  falls  apart/ This  is  why  the  State  of  California,  the  Federal 
Government,  and  private  investors  should  pay  a  little  extra  to  make  HSR  nice  for  Palo 
Alto,  and  for  every  other  town  that  is  threatened  with  a  negative  impact.  If  HSR  is  seen 
anywhere  as  a  destructive  force,  it  betrays  its  purpose  and  betrays  society. 

High  Speed  Rail  is  transformative.  Many  have  stated  that.  High  speed  rail  is  coming.  Let's 
work  for  that  transformative  power/to  be  as  broad  and  as  beneficial  as  it  possibly  can  be. 

History  of  Project  Opposition  / 

Are  you  aware  of  the  history  of  projects  that  have  encountered  opposition  from  small  but 
determined  citizens’  groups?  Have  you  considered  the  risk  to  the  HSR  project  due  to 
delay,  cost  increases,  and  even/totally  blocking  the  project?  I  suggest  you  research  the 
case  of  Integrated  Solid  Waste  Management  in  Santa  Clara  County. 

Criteria  and  Method  of  Evaluation 

It  is  a  principle  of  civic  affairs,  having  almost  the  force  of  a  law  of  nature,  that  no  plan  can 
succeed  that  does  not  make  winners  of  all  the  major  stakeholders.  Consequently,  to  set 
the  C  AHSRA  on  the  path  to  success,  I  suggest  the  following. 

In  advance  of  any  consideration  of  configuration  options  for  the  HSR  SF-SJO  Corridor, 
the  CAHSRA  shall,  with  full  involvement  and  consent  of  the  affected  segments  of  the 
public,  establish  and  quantify  the  criteria  to  be  used  in  evaluating  and  ranking  HSR 
configuration  options,  and  the  methods  of  analysis  to  be  used  in  scoring  the  configuration 
options  against  the  criteria.  The  CAHSRA  shall  not  take  upon  itself  the  authority  to  force 
a  configuration  selection  over  the  reasonable  objections  of  the  affected  segments  of  the 
public.  In  other  words,  “Because  I  said  so.”  is  not  a  valid  selection  criterion. 

In  particular,  determine,  with  public  participation,  the  means  for  evaluating  the  dollar  cost 


of  various  configuration  options  against  the  non-dollar  cost  of  impacts  on  communities 
and  individual  quality  of  life  along  the  right-of-way. 

Qualities  of  a  Good  Outcome  / 

The  HSR  has  promise  of  being  a  world-class  m^del  for  the  rest  of  the  U.  S.  and  a  point  of 
pride  for  its  host  communities  and  the  State  or  California,  BUT  ONLY  if  certain  qualities 
are  realized.  Please  ensure  that  these  qualities  are  delivered  in  the  HSR  configuration  that 
is  selected.  / 

This  request  is  advanced  under  the  principle  of  Equity  in  Distribution  of  Benefits  and 
Burdens.  Quite  clearly,  HSR  promises  great  benefit  for  the  State  of  California  overall.  The 
burden  associated  with  delivering  tms  benefit  should  not  fall  inequitably  on  a  small  fraction 
of  the  State's  citizenry.  Should  that  inequity  occur,  it  would  be  a  serious  setback  for  the 
cause  of  sustainable  transportation  in  California,  and  perhaps  the  entire  U.  S.,  stimulating 
fierce  opposition  to  HSR  in  communities  that  might  be  threatened  by  its  impact.  The 
qualities  described  below  would  be  considered  proper  by  any  reasonable  person,  and 
cannot  be  compromised  for  reason  of  cost  or  any  other  justification. 

-  Quiet:  No  audible  distur  bance  to  normal  conversation  on  the  street  or  in  homes  shall 
occur,  nor  shall  any  disturbance  to  the  enjoyment  of  music  or  the  refreshment  of  quiet 
solitude  within  the  confines  of  homes. 

-  Invisible:  No  visual  intrusion  shall  occur  beyond  what  currently  occurs  with  Caltrain  into 
the  viewspace  of  neighborhoods  bordering  the  corridor. 

-  Safe:  Trains  are  l/ept  entirely  separate  from  vehicle,  bicycle  and  pedestrian  traffic.  In  the 
case  of  a  derailment,  no  equipment  shall  leave  the  boundaries  of  the  right-of-way. 

-  Enhanced  traffic  circulation:  Traffic  circulation  and  safety  for  vehicles,  bicycles  and 
pedestrians  shall  be  at  least  a  good  as  at  present. 

-  Coordinated  with  other  transit  modes:  A  seamless  web  of  quick  and  convenient  transit 
shall  be  provided,  doorstep  to  destination,  for  commuters  and  long-distance  travelers 
alike. 

-  A  community  asset:  The  right-of-way  becomes  a  community  asset  for  use  as  park  or 
above-ground  development  as  compatible  with  adjacent  land  use. 

-  No  taking  of  homes  shall  occur. 

-  No  loss  of  property  values  shall  occur  in  communities  adjacent  to  the  right-of-way. 


Trench  and  Partial  Cover  Option 


Please  consider  a  trench  and  partial  cover  option  for  the  stretch  of  the  HSR  through  Palo 
Alto,  and  through  other  communities  where  conditions  ate  similar. 

The  proposed  configuration  places  the  roadbed  in  a  tfench.  The  South/West  boundary  of 
the  trench  is  the  existing  fence  line.  The  North/East  boundary  may  extend  under  Alma  St. 
as  necessary  to  provide  the  needed  width.  The  trench  is  covered  over  for  most  of  its 
width.  The  cover  supports  the  pavement  of  Alma  street  which  is  over  the  trench.  To  the 
South/West  side  of  Alma  St.,  the  cover  supports  soil  for  vegetation,  or  buildings  in  areas 
where  such  development  is  appropriate.  The/cover  is  left  open,  either  continuously  or 
intermittently,  over  the  track  on  the  farthest South/West  side  of  the  trench.  This  track  is 
used  for  diesel  freight  traffic  and  the  open  irea  provides  for  ventilation.  This  open  area 
also  relieves  the  pressure  buildup  at  the/front  of  the  HSR  train.  If  passive  ventilation  is 
insufficient,  fans  to  augment  flow  may/ce  installed. 

The  structure  is  constructed  in  twc/phases.  The  first  phase  is  to  excavate  the  trench 
sufficient  for  two  tracks  on  the  North/East  side.  This  may  require  closing  one  or  two 
lanes  of  traffic  on  Alma  St.  untifthe  cover  over  the  tracks  is  installed  and  Alma  St.  can  be 
restored.  The  existing  tracks  <*re  left  undisturbed  for  Caltrain  and  SP  freight  use. 

The  second  phase  of  construction  moves  CalTrain  and  SP  freight  to  the  new  tracks  in  the 
trench  while  the  trenching  On  the  South/West  side  is  completed. 

For  the  most  part,  construction  proceeds  in  a  straight-forward  manner.  Special  measures 
will  be  required  at  the  San  Antonio  overpass,  at  the  current  Oregon  Ave.,  Embarcadero 
and  University  Ave.  underpasses,  at  creek  crossings,  and  at  stations.  However,  these 
measures  are  no  more  extreme  than  the  measures  required  in  those  locations  for  other 
configurations  of  the  HSR. 

This  configuration  has  the  advantage  of  restoring  current  underpasses  to  surface-level 
streets,  with  improvements  in  traffic  flow,  and  reduced  costs  for  accommodating  the 
intersections. 

Accommodating  Underground  Services 

Placing  the  HSR  right-of-way  on  an  elevated  structure  does  not  alleviate  the  necessity  to 
accommodate  underground  services  such  as  utility  and  sewer  lines,  and  communication 
cables,  that  cross  under  the  current  right  of  way.  Access  to  these  lines  for  maintenance 
and  repair  must  be  provided  by  any  configuration  of  the  HSR. 

Tube  Under  the  Bay 

Please  consider  a  routing  of  the  HSR  right-of-way  from  San  Jose  to  the  vicinity  of  the  San 
Francisco  Airport  through  a  tube  under  San  Francisco  Bay.  This  option  could  be 


constructed  using  the  same  technology  as  the  BART  tube. 

Landscaping  the  Elevated  Track  Structure 

Note,  this  suggestion  is  NOT  AN  ENDORSEMENT  of  tie  elevated  track  option.  It  is 
offered  as  a  partial  mitigation  in  case  the  elevated  option  is  imposed  against  the  interests 
of  residential  neighborhoods  that  abut  the  right  of  .way. 

Where  the  HSR  right  of  way  is  elevated,  the  sides  of  the  elevated  structure  shall  be 
terraced  and  landscaped  with  suitable  vegetation.  This  feature  shall  be  provided  wherever 
the  elevated  structure  can  be  viewed  by  residents  from  their  property  or  by  the  public, 
except  in  highly  urbanized  or  industrial  areas.  The  contours  of  the  terracing  and  top  of  the 
wall,  in  both  elevation  and  plan  view's 'Shall  be  undulating  or  stepped  in  order  to  avoid  any 
extended  straight  lines.  If  poles  are  dsed  to  support  overhead  power  lines  for  the  trains 
(see  suggestion  to  utilize  third-rail  technology  in  residential  areas  as  the  preferred 
alternative)  and  the  right-of-way  is  narrow,  foundations  for  the  poles  may  be  integrated 
into  the  sloping  sides  of  the  terraced  structure  so  that  poles  are  far  enough  from  tracks. 

The  terraces  shall  be  planted/with  species  that  are  drought-resistant,  non-invasive  of  the 
local  ecosystem,  low  maintenance,  and  attractive  in  appearance  at  all  times  of  the  year. 

The  effect  shall  be  of  a  natural  hillside.  An  estate-quality  appearance,  with  all  plantings 
healthy,  well  groomed, yweed  and  trash  free,  shall  be  maintained  through  continuous  care 
by  a  crew  of  horticulmrally-trained  gardeners  (not  blow-and-go  guys).  Funding  for  this 
care  shall  be  include/  as  a  permanent  item  in  the  rail  system’s  operating  budget.  A  cost  of 
$250,000  per  milewear  should  be  sufficient,  providing  about  2  hours  per  month  of 
attention  to  eacfr-lOO  ft.  of  landscaping  along  the  tracks. 

Property  owners  abutting  the  right  of  way  shall  be  given  the  option  of  having  the  terraced 
structure  as  the  rear  boundary  of  their  property  (no  fence).  They  shall  be  allowed  to 
construct  their  side  fences  right  up  to  the  terraced  structure.  In  such  cases,  property 
owners  shall  allow  access  to  the  landscaping  by  the  maintenance  crew. 

Third-rail 

Where  the  HSR  passes  through  residential  neighborhoods  or  non-industrial  commercial 
areas,  power  to  the  trains  shall  be  delivered  via  a  third  rail  and  no  unsightly  overhead 
power  wires  shall  be  used.  In  such  areas,  the  speed  of  the  train  (we  are  told)  will  be 
limited  to  120  mph,  easing  the  challenge  to  implementing  the  third-rail  technology. 


Sincerely, 


William  H.  Cutler 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21, 2009  3:04  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 


From:  Bigbillcutler@aol.com  [mailto:Bigbillcutler@aol.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:15  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments;  city.council@cityofpaloalto.org 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 


I  hope  these  comments  make  it  under  the  wire  before  the  comment  period  closes  April  6. 

Note,  for  the  public  record,  I  have  provided  a  copy  of  these  comments  to  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Palo  Alto. 


£?  !\ 

irdw 


Sincerely, 

William  H.  Cutler 
4114  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

biqbillcutler@aol.com 

650-493-8715 


No  Elevated  Viaduct 


Under  no  circumstances  should  you  give  even  a  moment's  consideration  to  placing  HSR  tracks  on  an  elevated  viaduct 
(platform  on  columns)  in  residential  areas.  Doing  so  would  create  the  Dark  Chasm  of  Hell  under  the  tracks  where  graffiti 
and  trash  would  collect,  the  homeless  would  encamp,  and  people  of  darkness  would  find  shelter  to  conduct  their  antisocia 
activities. 
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Mid-Peninsula  Station  at  San  Antonio  Rd.  and  101 


^d7C7lA 


By  using  the  101  alignment  for  the  HSR  corridor,  it  makes  it  possible  to  locate  a  station  for  the  Mid-Peninsula  at  the 
interaction  of  San  Antonio  Rd.  and  101.  This  location  provides  access  to  Stanford  and  Silicon  Valley  locations.  It 
connects  directly  with  the  freeway  network  via  101  and  85.  It  is  in  an  area  currently  developed  for  light  manufacturing,  i 
where  a  large,  full-service  HSR  station  and  transit-oriented  development  could  be  done  at  a  major  scale  without  displacing 
any  high-value  current  uses.  It  is  not  far  from  the  current  Caltrain  station  at  San  Antonio  Rd.  and  Alma  St.  and  could  be 
connected  to  that  station  via  shuttle  service. 


Feeling  the  pinch  at  the  grocery  store?  Make  dinner  for  $10  or  less. 


l-sc-ik 
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Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

^January  22  -  San  MateoCounty  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  Counly  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  .  I 
Nam.  (please  print):  RBC&Z&Q _  City:  }@  A  lj() _  Stale:  Z^Zip: 


Title  {if  applicable): 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


'JtU. 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T-sc-  v 


i\ris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Tom  D’Arezzo  [tdarezzo@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  1 :36  PM 
HSR  Comments 
EIR  Scoping  Comments 


1-  We  support  the  scoping  comments  provided  to  the  Authority  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto.  In  addition, 
r  some  specific  concerns  as  set  forth  below.  *  . 

2  Anu  anH  all  Prniaf't  IcA/eil  P I P  nlon  alfarnotiv/QO  mncl  Km  +m  l~.rn  .V  x'rl/ — .. 


2.  Any  and  all  Project  level  EIR  plan  alternatives  considered  must  be  demonstrated  to  be  consistent  V 
the  general  findings  in  the  adopted  Program  EIR.  Specifically,  in  your  findings  of  fact,  you  concluded 


impacts  on  community  cohesion  would  be  low,  that  you  would  maintain  neighborhood  integrity  and  that  0 
project  would  have  a  beneficial  effort  on  community  cohesion  by  improving  circulation.  The  design  opti'^~c^cwdfiov 
suggested  at  the  scoping  sessions  as  well  as  right  of  way  limitations  in  many  neighborhoods  along  the  rcdM  opT&W’T^' 
seriously  challenge  these  earlier  conclusions  and  commitments.  Jwerrvi 


3.  The  analysis  of  the  preferred  plans  and  environmentally  appropriate  alternatives  must  include  or  idei 
real  world  examples  that  show  similar  HST  configurations  in  similar  residential  neighborhoods  to  those  fo 
on  the  Peninsula  and  along  the  train  route  (e.g.,  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  Atherton,  Willow  G 
etc.).  Planning/transportation  staff  and  city  officials  from  the  impacted  cities,  as  well  as  some  represents 
property  owners  that  back  up  to  the  line  should  be  taken  to  these  real  world  locations  and  provided 
opportunity  to  fully  experience  the  HST  use.  Only  with  such  experiences  can  appropriate  environme 
evaluations  be  made  relative  to  the  project  level  EIR  effort.  It  is  essential  that  the  tight  conditions  along 
Peninsula  corridor  in  particular,  not  be  a  testing  ground  to  see  if  the  system  can  work.  The  potential  cost, 
such  a  testing  process  could  be  catastrophic. 
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4.  We  stress  that  the  above  analysis  (comment  3)  is  needed  as  HST  representative  Dominic  Spaeth 
specifically  told  us  at  the  scoping  sessions  that  the  HST  Authority  needed  to  build  the  Central  Valley  link 
so  that  the  system  design  and  operation  could  be  better  understood.  If  this  is  the  case,  then  no  EIR  w 
should  be  pursued  for  the  Peninsula  until  a  Central  Valley  link  is  in  place  and  tested  where  it  can  do 
harm.  If  the  HST  Authority  has  no  practical  experience  to  build  off  of,  it  should  not  use  the  Peninsula  route 
a  test  as  the  potential  neighborhood  and  community  impacts  are  huge  and  could  not  be  undone. 

5.  Given  the  economic  limitations  facing  the  project,  California  and  the  nation,  the  EIR  needs  to  cle 

demonstrate  that  construction  of  both  the  HST  and  an  electrified  Caltrain  are  justified.  A  fair  and  comp 
analysis  in  the  EIR/EIS  is  needed  relative  to  actual  time  savings  between  the  two  systems.  There  needs  tc 
a  hard  look  taken  relative  to  actual  ridership  projections  taking  into  account  the  economic  crisis  and  its  imp, 
on  growth  projections.  If  such  fair  and  complete  analysis  show  that  time  savings  are  not  huge  and  rider? 
projections  need  to  be  lowered,  then  it  may  make  economic  sense  not  to  build  both  new  systems  along 
Peninsula  route.  We  need  to  be  assured  that  we  are  not  wasting  money  for  duplicative  services  jus 
showcase  a  system.  The  EIR  should  clearly  demonstrate  that  the  system  is  justified  in  terms  of  meeting  ac 
service  needs  and  justified  economically.  ^ 
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Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  present  these  comments  to  the  HST  Authority.  We  look  forward  to  their  comb#  W 
analysis  and  response  during  the  course  of  drafting  and  public  reviews  of  the  subject  project  level  EIR/EIS. 


Sincerely, 

Tom  D Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Avenue 


J'SC-iS 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 


Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:58  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS  Scoping  Comments 
plume  Map.pdf 


From:  Jodyldavidson@aol.com  [mailto:Jodyldavidson@aol.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:55  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  Jodyldavidson@aol.com 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS  Scoping  Comments 
Note:  Palo  Alto  Plume  Map  Attached 
April  6,  2009 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Re:  Scoping  Comments  for  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority’s  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed 
Train  (HST)  Environmental  Impact  Report  /  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS) 


Deal-  Mr.  Leavitt: 

As  you  prepare  the  EIR/EIS  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Train  (HST)  project,  please  keep  in 
mind  that  the  existing  Caltrain  railroad  line  is  over  100  years  old.  As  such  the  EIR/EIS  must  consider  the 
following: 


I 

•  A  complete  soil  analysis  must  be  done  for  all  toxic  substances.  \  ' 

•  The  disruption  or  movement  of  soil  in  the  vicinity  of  the  tracks  may  aerate  these  toxics,  causing  inhalation.  There 
are  many  homes  and  schools  in  close  proximity  to  this  old  railroad  line.  Arsenic  was  detected  in  Burlingame,  and 
is  believed  to  originate  from  the  same  railroad  line. 
http://findarticles.eom/p/articles/mi_qn4176/is_20050416/ai_n15821325/ 

•  Rail  lines  are  often  contaminated  with  arsenic  and  lead  since  slag  was  used  as  a  structural  base  for  tracks.  Many 
tracks  which  are  still  in  use  today  have  this.  Slag  is  waste  created  from  metal  extraction. 
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/hac/PHA/unionpacific/uni_p1.html 

•  Creosote  -  Since  rail  ties  have  traditionally  been  treated  with  creosote,  coal  tar  creosote,  coal  tar,  coal  tar  pitch, 
and  coal  tar  pitch  volatiles,  measures  must  be  taken  to  mitigate  toxics  from  these  substance. 

A  comprehensive  analysis  of  all  soil  and  shallow  groundwater  along  the  rail  line  must  be  done  since  many  rail 
lines  traditionally  abutted  old  industrial  sites.  The  Palo  Alto  Oregon  Expressway  Toxic  plume  must  be  studied. 


Palo  Alto  has  a  toxic  plume  which  runs  adjacent  to  and  under  the  current  right  of  way  of  the  existing  rail.  This  ares 
is  called  the  COE  Plume.  A  plume  map  is  attached. 

Roger  Papier  is  the  case  worker  assigned  to  this  area.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  there  is  currently  a  tight 
pack  vapor  stripper  with  4  pumps  in  operation  at  Oregon  Expressway.  These  pumps  run  continuously  to  dewater 
the  underpass,  but  are  capable  of  stripping  up  to  600,000  gallons  of  water/day.  They  are  discharging  under  an 
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NPDES  permit.  After  the  toxics  have  been  lowered  to  meet  federal  discharge  requirements,  the  water  is 
discharged  into  a  lined  flood  channel  (Matadero  Creek)  and  discharged  into  the  bay. 

•  Please  refer  to  attached  plume  map.  Note  that  the  date  on  the  plume  map  is  2007;  the  shape  of  the  plume 
have  changed  due  to  the  natural  downgradient  flow  patterns  which  run  from  west  to  east  (hills  to  the  bay). 

•  Vibration  from  construction  activities  and  running  additional  trains  may  cause  movement  of  this  plume.  Since  the 
plume  has  a  natural  downgradient  flow,  this  could  potentially  push  it  further  into  downgradient  neighborhoods. 

Investigate  potential  health  impacts  to  citizens  and  wildlife  from  continuous  exposure  to  strong  electromagnetic  I  M 
field  radiation  (  EMF),  and  RF.  Additionally  any  high-voltage  DC  transmission  (HVDC)  that  interconnect  windj  |^j  tr 


farms,  power  generating  plants,  and  transformers  from  power  generating,  and  energy  storage  cells  must  be 
thoroughly  assessed  and  mitigated. 


•  Although  our  HSR  is  not  following  the  German  Maglev  design,  there  is  a  direct  relationship  between  high  voltage 
and  magnetism,  so  these  must  be  taken  into  consideration.  Germany  has  generous  set  backs  (984  feet)  between 
their  Maglev  rail  lines  and  urban  and  commercial  buildings. 

•  In  Shanghai,  China,  citizens  were  concerned  about  excessive  noise,  radiation,  and  other  impacts.  They  have 
noted  cracks  and  tilting  in  existing  buildings.  They  say  that  there  is  a  “different  feeling”  in  the  ground,  especially 
after  the  EXCAVATION  OF  UNDERGROUND  PARKING  STRUCTURES.  They  were  successful  in  re-routing  the 
rail  to  prevent  collateral  damage. 

High  speed  rail  service  currently  exists  between  Shanghai  and  Pudong  airport  (approximately  1 9  miles),  but  tlje 
government  wanted  to  extend  service  to  run  an  additional  108  miles  to  connect  Shanghai  to  Hangzhou.  Both 
projects  currently  use  German  engineering  technology. 


•  Residents  are  upset  since  the  trains  would  be  running  approximately  72  feet  from  their  properties,  when  the 
recommended  buffer  zone  in  Germany  is  984  feet.  If  this  project  is  to  go  forward,  I  feel  that  it  will  need  more 
generous  setbacks  than  are  currently  in  existence. 

•  Link  to  article  for  German  buffer  zone  around  the  rail  right  of  way: 
http://www.reuters.com/article/homepageCrisis/idUSPEK327579._CH_.2400 

•  Reports  from  International  media,  including  a  youtube  video  from  Al-Jazerra  -  very  interesting! 
http://chinadigitaltimes.net/tag/maglev-protests/ 

•  Reference  to  reported  structural  damage  to  buildings  like  cracking,  and  tilting  of  buildings,  a  feeling  that  the 
.  ground  has  been  changed  after  construction  of  the  HSR,  and  underground  parking  facilities. 

http://shanghaiist.com/2008/03/02/shanghai_stops.php 

El  Palo  Alto  -  The  name  sake  of  our  city  must  not  be  destroyed.  This  is  California’s  oldest  living  landmark. 


^Uz_ 


Sound  travels  farther  on  elevated  tracks.  There  is  a  distinct  aerodynamic  sound  even  at  lower  speeds  with  HSR 
I  have  ridden  the  Shinkasen,  and  attest  to  this.  Existing  acoustical  studies  from  other  countries  should  not  be 
used.  Reasons: 


I  M 

Differences  in  topography  (  C r\oO 

Variation  in  sensitivity  of  equipment  used  depending  on  the  manufacturer 
Variation  in  methodology  of  measuring. 


Sound  measurements  should  be  taken  when  two  or  more  high  speed  trains  pass  one  another  at  the  speed 
decided  upon  to  run  through  urban  areas. 

Sound  measurements  should  be  taken  when  4  trains  are  running  at  the  same  time.  Two  high  speed  rail  engines 
and  electrified  Caltrains. 
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Palo  Alto  has4  flood  channels  and  SanFrancansquito  creek  where  the  train  must  cross.  Mitigation  measures  must  be 
taken  so  that  no  pollution  enters  these  waterways  or  disrupts  flow. 


•  Adobe  is  all  concrete  bottom  and  sides  from  Hwy  101  to  Alma. 

•  Matadero  is  all  concrete  bottom  and  sides  from  Hwy  101  to  Alma,  except  from  Greer  to  hwy  101 

•  Barron  is  all  concrete  bottom  and  sides  from  Hwy  101  to  Alma  except  for  about  800  feet  just  upstream  of  hwy 
101. 

•  San  Fransquito  creek  is  a  natural  creek  where  natural  recharge  can  occur.  It  is  also  the  location  of  our  historic 
tree.  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/San  Francisquito  Creek 

The  train  must  not  be  tunneled  for  the  following  reasons: 
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•  Cost 

•  High  groundwater  necessitating  the  installation  of  permanent  dewatering  devices  to  lower  the  natural  level  of  our 

groundwater  .. 

•  Remediation  of  any  contaminated  groundwater  would  be  costly  W 

•  Tunneling  could  jeopardize  our  natural  emergency  water  supply  by  contaminating  the  water  which  is  potable  and 
may  be  used  in  the  event  of  an  emergency  such  as  an  earthquake  if  our  underground  piping  systems  were  to 
rupture  that  would  carry  our  water  from  our  emergency  water  supply  tanks.  One  is  currently  under  construction  at , 

El  Camino  Park  and  lies  about  75  feet  within  the  ROW  of  the  current  tracks.  "*1 

•  A  tunnel  could  cause  flooding  west  of  the  tunnel  due  to  the  thick  clays  and  poor  transmissivity  of  water  through  / A\ 

days.  J  ,  *  , 

•  The  thick  clay  alluvial  soils  act  as  a  barrier  to  contaminants,  and  the  water  in  many  areas  of  our  city  is  potable  at  a  I  „  * 

depth  of  34  feet.  Construction  for  tunneling  would  introduce  toxics  and  jeopardize  this.  I 

•  The  tunnel  can  not  be  built  due  to  the  compressibility  of  our  soil  \*\  Gu-o 

•  Adding  weight  of  trains  and  equipment  into  this  could  cause  the  tunnel  to  sink 

•  Bart  is  already  experiencing  leaking  in  their  tunnels  1  ^  \  (c\M> ,  H  \ 

•  Ventilation  shafts  would  also  be  needed  to  be  built.  \ -foe, 

•  The  energy  use  from  dewatering  devices  and  ventilation  withinthe  tunnel  would  require  an  extraordinary  amount 

of  extra  energy  to  run  continuously.  — \  I  ’  L. 

Due  to  the  unpredictability  of  our  climate,  all  sources  of  uncontaminated  groundwater  must  be  protected.  If  \  V<^c/' 

HSR  contaminates  this  water  source,  you  have  contaminated  it  not  only  for  our  city,  but  for  all  the  cities  up  aild^ 
down  the  corridor.  _ _ ]  ^.^cLo 

If  any  kind  of  tunneling  or  excavation  is  done  which  impacts  groundwater,  I  insist  that  a  certified  hydrologist  -M 
from  USGS  conduct  a  complete  hydrological  mapping  of  the  area.  L _ \  H  Vcf-o 

We  want  HSR  to  do  it  right  if  it  gets  done,  please  let’s  not  pass  a  legacy  onto  our  children  that  they  will  regret.! 

Let’s  do  it  right  and  keep  it  above  ground.  < — 3  — Jy 

I  would  like  you  to  explore  other  possible  routes  -  the  right  of  way  for  electrification  and  elevation  is  simply  hB- 
too  close  to  peoples  homes.  This  rail  really  needs  to  be  put  out  on  101 .  It  is  supposed  to  replace  air  travel.  We  \ 
already  have  an  efficient  commuter  line  up  this  corridor.  k  J 

Thank  you  for  addressing  these  concerns  in  the  project  EIR/EIS. 


Sincerely, 


Jody  Davidson 
Palo  Alto 

P.S.  I  hear  that  there  are  some  of  those  spotted  tiger  salamanders  along  the  corridor.  No  kidding! 


Worried  about  job  security?  Check  out  the  5  safest  jobs  in  a  recession. 


Dc  past  (SCVWD) 

Dry  deaners  (SCVWD) 
Weils  (SCVWD) 
Fuelleakpa  (SCVWD) 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:50  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Resubmit  of  SJ-SF  with  hotlinks  and  corrected  date  for  attached  plume  map 
Plume  Map. pdf 


From:  Jodyldavidson@aol.com  [mailto:Jodyldavidson@aol.com] 

Sent:  Friday,  April  10,  2009  1:08  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Resubmit  of  SJ-SF  with  hotlinks  and  corrected  date  for  attached  plume  map 


Note:  Palo  Alto  Plume  Map  Attached  With  Hot  Links  in  Letter 


April  10,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Re:  Scoping  Comments  for  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority’s  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed 


Train  (HST)  Environmental  Impact  Report  /  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  My  first  letter  did  notl 
include  hot  links,  and  I  have  included  additional  information  about  desiccation  of  vegetation  from  high  velocity  & 
winds.  And  the  correct  date  of  the  attached  toxic  plume  map.  Please  accept  this  letter  with  my  apologies  for  theu 
delay. 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 


As  you  prepare  the  EIR/EIS  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  fligh  Speed  Train  (HST)  project,  please  keep 
mind  that  the  existing  Caltrain  railroad  line  is  over  100  years  old.  As  such  the  EIR/EIS  must  consider  the 
following:  . — ) 


A  complete  soil  analysis  must  be  done  for  all  toxic  substancesH^f  l  4b  l  ^ 

The  disruption  or  movement  of  soil  in  the  vicinity  of  the  tracks  may  a^ate  these  toxics,  causing  inhalation.  There  P\  -i 


The  disruption  or  movement  ot  sou  in  ine  vicinity  ot  me  tracts  may  aeiaie  uies>e  iuxio&,  uauomy  nmaioiMi.  mcic  \  - 
are  many  homes  and  schools  in  close  proximity  to  this  old  railroad  line.  Arsenic  was  detected  in  Burlingame,  and  ® 
is  believed  to  originate  from  the  same  railroad  line.  V  "H (ktfrXfe 


3 :// f i n d a rticles.com/p/articles/mi  gn4176/is  20050416/ai  nf 5821 325/ 


Rail  lines  are  often  contaminated  with  arsenic  and  lead  since  slag  was  used  as  a  structural  base  for  tracks.  Man} 
tracks  which  are  still  in  use  today  have  this.  Slag  is  waste  created  from  metal  extraction.  ___ 

http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/hac/PHA/unionpacific/uni  pi  .html 


Creosote  -  Since  rail  ties  have  traditionally  been  treated  with  creosote,  coal  tar  creosote,  coal  tar,  coal  tar  pitch , 
and  coal  tar  pitch  volatiles,  measures  must  be  taken  to  mitigate  toxics  from  these  substance. 


A  comprehensive  analysis  of  all  soil  and  shallow  groundwater  along  the  rail  line  must  be  done  since  many  rail 
lines  traditionally  abutted  old  industrial  sites.  The  Palo  Alto  Oregon  Expressway  Toxic  plume  must  be  studied.  ^ 

/-.wni  m 


t  c  r 
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•  Palo  Alto  has  a  toxic  plume  which  runs  adjacent  to  and  under  the  current  right  of  way  of  the  existing  rail.  This  area 
is  called  the  COE  Plume.  A  plume  map  is  attached. 

•  Roger  Papier  is  the  case  worker  assigned  to  this  area.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  there  is  currently  a  tight 
pack  vapor  stripper  with  4  pumps  in  operation  at  Oregon  Expressway.  These  pumps  run  continuously  to  dewater 
the  underpass,  but  are  capable  of  stripping  up  to  600,000  gallons  of  water/day.  They  are  discharging  under  an 
NPDES  permit.  After  the  toxics  have  been  lowered  to  meet  federal  discharge  requirements,  the  water  is 
discharged  into  a  lined  flood  channel  (Matadero  Creek)  and  discharged  into  the  bay. 

•  Please  refer  to  attached  plume  map.  Note  that  the  date  on  the  plume  map  is  2007;  the  shape  of  the  plume  may 

have  changed  due  to  the  natural  down  gradient  flow  patterns  which  run  from  west  to  east  (hills  to  the  bay).  I 

•  Vibration  from  construction  activities  and  running  additional  trains  may  cause  movement  of  this  plume.  Since  the 
plume  has  a  natural  down  gradient  flow,  this  could  potentially  push  it  further  into  down  gradient  neighborhoods.  [ 


Investigate  potential  health  impacts  to  citizens  and  wildlife  from  continuous  exposure  to  strong  electromagnetic  ^  ( 
field  radiation  ( EMF),  and  RF.  Additionally  any  high-voltage  DC  transmission  (HVDC)  that  interconnect  wind 
farms,  power  generating  plants,  and  transformers  from  power  generating,  and  energy  storage  cells  must  be  J 
thoroughly  assessed  and  mitigated. 


Although  our  HSR  is  not  following  the  German  Maglev  design,  there  is  a  direct  relationship  between  high  voltage 
and  magnetism,  so  these  must  be  taken  into  consideration.  Germany  has  generous  set  backs  (984  feet)  between 
their  Maglev  rail  lines  and  urban  and  commercial  buildings. 

In  Shanghai,  China,  citizens  were  concerned  about  excessive  noise,  radiation,  and  other  impacts.  They  have 
noted  cracks  and  tilting  in  existing  buildings.  They  say  that  there  is  a  “different  feeling”  to  the  ground,  especially 
after  the  excavation  of  underground  parking  structures.  They  were  successful  in  re-routing  the  rail  to  prevent 
collateral  damage. 


Fligh  speed  rail  service  currently  exists  between  Shanghai  and  Pudong  airport  (approximately  1 9  miles),  but  the 
government  wanted  to  extend  service  to  run  an  additional  108  miles  to  connect  Shanghai  to  Hangzhou.  Both 
projects  currently  use  German  engineering  technology.  _ _ 


Residents  are  upset  since  the  trains  would  be  running  approximately  72  feet  from  their  properties,  when  the 
recommended  buffer  zone  in  Germany  is  984  feet.  If  this  project  is  to  go  forward,  I  feel  that  more  generous 
setbacks  will  be  needed,  than  are  currently  in  existence. 

Link  to  article  for  German  buffer  zone  around  the  rail  right  of  way: 


http://www.reuters.com/article/homeDaaeCrisis/idUSPEK327579.  CH  .2400 


IrMSf* 
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Reports  from  International  media,  including  a  YouTube  video  from  Al-Jazerra  -  very  interesting! 
http://chinadiaitaltimes.net/taa/maalev-protests/ 

Reference  to  reported  structural  damage  to  buildings  like  cracking,  and  tilting  of  buildings,  a  feeling  that  the 
ground  has  been  changed  after  construction  of  the  HSR,  and  underground  parking  facilities. 


http://shanahaiist.com/2008/03/Q2/shanahai  stops.php 

El  Palo  Alto  -  The  name  sake  of  our  City  and  Stanford  University 
oldest  living  landmark. 


must  not  be  destroyed.  This  is  California’ 


Sound  travels  farther  on  elevated  tracks.  There  is  a  distinct  aerodynamic  sound  even  at  lower  speeds  with  HSR. 
I  have  ridden  the  JR  Shinkansen,  and  attest  to  this.  Existing  acoustical  studies  from  other  countries  should  not  / 
be  used.  Reasons:  / 


•  Differences  in  topography 

•  Variation  in  sensitivity  of  equipment  used  depending  on  the  manufacturer 

•  Variation  in  methodology  of  measuring. 
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Sound  measurements  should  be  taken  when  two  or  more  high  speed  trains  pass  one  another  at  the  speed 
decided  upon  to  run  through  urban  areas. 

Sound  measurements  should  be  taken  when  4  trains  are  running  at  the  same  time.  Two  high  speed  rail  engines 
and  electrified  Caltrains. 


Palo  Alto  has  3  flood  channels  and  San  Francisquito  creek  where  the  train  must  cross. 
Mitigation  measures  must  be  taken  so  that  no  pollution  enters  these  waterways  or  disrupts  flow. 


•  Adobe  is  all  concrete  bottom  and  sides  from  Hwy  101  to  Alma. 

•  Matadero  is  all  concrete  bottom  and  sides  from  Hwy  101  to  Alma,  except  from  Greer  to  hwy  101 

•  Barron  is  all  concrete  bottom  and  sides  from  Hwy  1 01  to  Alma  except  for  about  800  feet  just  upstream  of  hwy 
101. 

•  San  Francisquito  creek  is  a  natural  creek  where  natural  recharge  can  occur.  It  is  also  the  location  of  our  historic 

tree.  http://en.wikiDedia.orQ/wiki/San  Francisquito  Creek  _ 


Desiccation  of  Vegetation  from  High  Velocity  Wind  Speeds  — ,  ,  , 

•  Trains  running  at  high  velocity  will  create  un-natural  winds  which  are  capable  of  damaging  gardens,  natural 
grasslands,  and  farmlands. 


This  could  create  extreme  conditions  for  grass  fires 

.  [A 

This  could  cause  farmers  and  residents  to  use  more  water  at  a  time  when  our  state  is  in  drought.  It  is  anticipated  u  ^ 
that  water  will  become  the  limiting  factor  to  the  sustainability  of  our  state,  and  we  have  all  been  told  to  cut  bap;  OT^ 
our  water  use  -  including  groundwater  pumping. 


The  train  must  not  be  tunneled  for  the  following  reasons: 

•  Cost 

•  High  groundwater  necessitating  the  installation  of  permanent  dewatering  devices  to  lower  the  natural  level  of  our 
ground  water 

•  Remediation  of  any  contaminated  groundwater  would  be  costly 

•  Tunneling  could  jeopardize  our  natural  emergency  water  supply  by  contaminating  the  water  which  is  potable  and 
may  be  used  in  the  event  of  an  emergency  such  as  an  earthquake  if  our  underground  piping  systems  were  to 
rupture  that  would  carry  our  water  from  our  emergency  water  supply  tanks.  One  is  currently  under  construction  a 
El  Camino  Park  and  lies  about  75  feet  within  the  ROW  of  the  current  tracks. 

•  A  tunnel  could  cause  flooding  to  commercial  and  residential  properties  west  (up  gradient)  of  the  tunnel  due  to 
poor  transmissivity  of  water  through  our  thick  alluvial  clay  soils. 

•  Our  thick  alluvial  clays  act  as  a  barrier  to  contaminants,  and  the  water  in  many  areas  of  our  city  is  potable  at  a 
depth  of  34  feet.  Construction  for  tunneling  would  introduce  toxics  and  jeopardize  this. 

•  The  tunnel  can  not  be  built  due  to  the  compressible  and  expansive  properties  of  our  soil. 

•  Adding  weight  of  trains  and  equipment  into  a  tunnel  or  underground  station  could  cause  the  tunnel  to  experience 
sinking  and  fracturing  over  time. 

•  Bart  is  already  experiencing  problems  in  their  tunnels  and  stations  which  were  built  on  fill  and  compressible  soils. 
Permanent  dewatering  systems  have  been  built  in  many  BART  tunnels  and  stations  to  permanently  lower  the 
water  table  to  relieve  hydrostatic  pressure.  The  BART  tunnels  built  below  the  natural  water  table  continue  to  leak 
and  are  problematic. 

•  Ventilation  shafts  would  also  be  needed  to  be  built. 

•  The  energy  use  from  continuously  running  dewatering  devices  and  ventilation  equipment  within  the  tunnel  would 
require  an  extraordinary  amount  of  extra  energy. 


&  ^  i 


Due  to  the  unpredictability  of  our  climate,  all  sources  of  uncontaminated  groundwater  must  be  protected.  If 
HSR  contaminates  this  water  source,  you  have  contaminated  it  not  only  for  our  city,  but  for  all  the  cities  up  and 
down  the  corridor. 


If  any  kind  of  tunneling  or  excavation  is  done  which  impacts  groundwater,  I  insist  that  a  certified  hydrologist 
from  USGS  conduct  a  complete  hydrological  mapping  of  this  region. 


\ 
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vVe  want  HSR  to  do  it  right  if  it  gets  done,  please  let’s  not  pass  a  legacy 
Let’s  do  it  right  and  keep  it  above  ground. 


onto  our  children  that  they  will  regret. 


;  would  like  you  to  explore  other  possible  routes  -  the  right  of  way  with  Caltrain  and  Union  Pacific  tracks  are 
oo  close  to  schools  and  peoples  homes. 


Many  rail  lines  in  Japan  run  alongside  highways,  please  consider  running  this  up  the  101  corridor. 

CAHSR  was  voted  to  replace  emissions  from  air  travel.  We  already  have  an  efficient  commuter  line  up  the 
Bahrain  corridor. 

Thank  you  for  addressing  these  concerns  in  the  project  EIR/EIS. 


Sincerely, 


Jody  Davidson 
3alo  Alto 

P.S.  I  hear  that  endangered  spotted  tiger  salamanders  have  habitats  along  the  corridor 


3  _  /  i 


Ohlone  Indian  burial  remains  were  found  when  the  Oregon  Expressway  was  cut  was  dug. 


Worried  about  job  security?  Check  out  the  5  safest  jobs  in  a  recession. 
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Sloping  Period  Comment  Form 

CJH  HBP  San  Francisco  40  San  Jcse  Section 


D  Ja™aiy22-San  Mateo  County  D  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Ssnla  Clara 
Name  (please  print):  _ 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Organteation/Busines! 


Mr  Irvin  Dawid 
753  Alma  St#  126 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


Phone: 


Address 


'es,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to 
’lease  comment  clearly. 


receive  newsletters, 


information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


me sj?: 

IL  .2^ 


/e  ^ 

CKfU&u_  MJL 

^  /„LjZ 


e/vi 


6xp{r?U-  <*Jr  l^u^~/0 

(SuiC-l CP^L_J  r*yiu>si 


htJ  Wf  //  f  r< 
(kMtzAM  A 
&kzf)'vr^  -  ^ 

Prd^~  ^p/y^ifiy 


PLa-*  aJr 

ZXrfsUA^  sh-bjrx  °s  fy^J 
<p±  <*_  r> 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  °  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  3?^arch  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name  (please  print): 

Title  SI  Bis  Mr  Irvin  Dawid 


City: 


(if  applicable  £] 


Organization 
(if  applicable 


753  Alma  St#  126 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


_ Phone: 


State: 

Fax: 


Zip: 


f  k.\l  f, 


Address: 


would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

rnmmont  Hoarlu 


Please  comment  clearly. 


Whclr  is  /tef  di  ^ 

^  cSMK  Ij  pUfKL.  aynct  4^**® ft*1 


5..  I  u/oulJL  IiIal.  (e>  see-  cl.  r’&fwt'  a.  IlcAntJy'se^y^r  cur\^> 

^  —  -¥r&rr\  sheer,  J  USt&Pl 


ft 


V' 
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I  V-  '  - - -  X7  )  YJJ  CAS  /  v  - *  v~ 

b  tl/c  ^  p  CedJL  bcjfyuJ  )'h) 


coaA-s  coai<L  be  iP<*aJLJC  L 

"  "  w.  •  ■ 


2_ 


(MX. 


3*  ia/quM_  s$jrn.  /fi’ 5-F0  j  — 

( 'mJLbtA Ju)  jLiX.  Wrce^l^L  zr^L 


Wl/MpjjA; 


jT^vn/P  ,  ' 

ThanJryou  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  tc  “  • 

The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6.  2009. 
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.  . .  . - --n - ■ -  - - -  your  form  at  the  comment  table 

or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


j_'SC  ICSl 


Mr  Irvin  Da«vid 
753  Alma  St  #  U6 
Palo  Alto,  CA  9430? 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Laura  Dayharsh 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 


Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  1 


schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  b 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  .  ,  .  . 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  J 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  f 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Laura  Dayharsh 

777  San  Antonio  Road  #  70,  Palo 

Alto  94303 

None 

j_'SC  103 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  2:49  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  Scoping  Input  Letter  (WGNA) 

Attachments:  WGNA_HSR_Scoping_Letter.pdf 


From:  David  D.  [mailto:ddaytond@att.net] 
Sent:  Friday,  April  10,  2009  6:14  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  richard  zappelli 

Subject:  Scoping  Input  Letter  (WGNA) 
April  10,  2009 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Attn:  San  Jose  to  Merced  HST 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Attached:  Courtesy  electronic  copy 

Scoping  input  document  in  PDF  format 

From  the  Willow  Glen  Neighborhood  Association 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


The  Willow  Glen  Neighborhood  Association  (WGNA)  thanks  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  for  the 
opportunity  to  suggest  scoping  questions  for  this  phase  of  development  of  California’s  High  Speed  Rail  (FISr 
WGNA  thanks  the  staff  and  consultants  for  their  outreach  and  accessibility  to  members  of  our  organization. 

The  attached  file  is  an  electronic  copy  for  your  convenience.  Paper  document  will  follow  and  should  arrive  1 
close  of  business  April  10,  2009. 

We  look  forward  to  California  and  the  CA  HSRA  taking  the  lead  in  setting  the  standard  for  environmentally 
compatible  High  Speed  Rail  in  the  U.S. 


4HI 


Sincerely, 

♦ 

David  Dearborn 

(sending  for  Richard  Zappelli,  and  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Willow  Glen  Neighborhood  Association) 


l 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  G.  M.  Decud 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  *  ru>\9& 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ^ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^  <=,'J  ^ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  &&&' 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  V?' ^ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^ '  CV€>7K'P  u 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  'V 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

G.  M.  Decud 

2539  Webster  St.,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

1-SC  ID5* 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  V.W.  Debs 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  "fH 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's  S 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  i 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^VX-' 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  £>  v/cA^- 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  V?1  ^  . 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  - 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

V.W.  Debs 

315  Flowers  Lane,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


fnrnc  ****  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns 

Rpnnrt/F  env,ro^®ntal  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
miWfon i^aTenta  mHPaCt  statement  (EIR/EIS>-  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts  alternatives 

Ra  |9A  thnn^  rr!u?n’  h?  environm®ntal  subJect  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authonty  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009.  ®  ^ 

Meeting  Date/Location  r 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  _  ^February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

N.me  jpjease print,:  \/\j  \  P£  l  I  C  jl  „  _  C*:  AcJU  4 /-fe  S,„. .  r  fr 

Title  (rf  applicable):  1  - —  —  ~L—  p  -L- * - ^ 

- - - - -  Phone:  Fax: 


Organizabon/Business  (if  applicable). 
Address: 


E-mail 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 
Please  comment  clearly. 


JsJ  i  ya  h- 


,  $  2  NioStoftoA 
Vi  SGcGbo  Aftb 


yjf*  1  *  'fa.L?  (4  ^  ^ 

3  ■  Ga-^  ^  y  f 


#2 


hhv  jTc,  al/a^-^y  s£J_crur  yvXtA  'Y  53zfi(_ 
323—  -iAoucju, 

/-M  /?  [)  .  L  .  0  I  n  ,1 


aJUv3«_  j 

peep.  Ki/f  J  <*f.  KjUlJLs^jla 


QAM!  I 

S  VA .03.(2  % 

4T 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6.  2009. 


Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  ^February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  TRlA-dy  ]D^c)C _  City:  FrJ O  _  state:  CA  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable):  - - - -  Phone:£>  -5T?  ~H  ?  3  ~3  S’  _  Fax:  - - - 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


E-mail:  Y'VtcL&lpk  Jycl<  ®  CpH-t  CPl^T.  H-Ct 


Address: 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


J  %  luma 


H 


(Tj)  H TCmA^:  skznJL  X 

y<i /icfudx. 

P/wl  X&-  P/XU-  f)J&r 

G$t  CtZZ  J  , 

-  /Yy0t 


% 

X 

9*  V 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 


I -sc  m 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


KrisJJvincjston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  san  francisco  to  san  jose  HSR 


From:  dddinsurance@aol.com  [mailto:dddinsurance@aol.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  4:50  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  san  francisco  to  san  jose  HSR 

■N 

As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  and  a  person  who  voted  FOR  HSR,  I  am  appalled  that  you  would  seriously  consider 
running  HSR  on  Alma  Street  in  Palo  Alto. 


Alma  Street  is  a  densely  populated  area.  HSR  through  this  area  would  severely  devalue  the  value  of  thousands 
of  properties,  including  homes  on  the  historic  register.  It  would  also  create  an  intolerable  level  of  noise  making) 
it  impossible  for  anyone  within  a  mile  to  live  in  peace  or  to  resale  their  homes.  Many  historic  homes  are 
forbidden  to  put  in  vinyl  or  double  paned  windows  as  the  rules  are  very  stringent.  It  would  make  it  impossible 
to  continue  to  live  in  the  area  and  have  the  peaceful  quality  of  life  that  we  currently  enjoy.  y* 


yVOf  N 


ft 


The  HSR  needs  to  run  along  the  1 01  or  other  highway  corridor  where  there  is  already  a  high  level  of  noise 
activity. 


1  am  requesting  that  you  do  NOT  place  HSR  on  Alma  Street  in  Palo  Alto.  It  would  be  criminal  to  do  so. 


Deanna  Dickman 
P.O.  Box  1059 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94302 


Which  stars  will  make  the  biggest  headlines  in  2009?  Get  Hollywood  news,  celebrity  photos  and  more  with  the  PopEater 
Toolbar. 


l 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Kevin  Dickson  [kevin@bloodsridge.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:04  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


iteQiMSrb'w 


As  a  concerned  citizen  of  Palo  Aito  I  would  like  to  make  the  following  comments l|  \ 

££3* u?  SPeed  ra" link  beU,ee"  “ 1 SF  no** 1  feel  «  •  «  *  «—  -rTj  * ' 1  f 1 A 

I  would  encourage  the  HSRA  to  do  further  due  diligence  based  on  the  comments  below:""7i^>  |  \  l  (/xWo 
Rail  Alignment,  Profile,  Right-of-Way  ^ 

Evaluate  all  options  (No  Build,  at-grade,  elevated,  trench,  cut-and-cover,  and  tunnel)  at  the  same  level  of  detail.""]  A  2_  /feuiA 

^l^acteOTF^ss^tomative8  A'tematiVe  38  11  WOuld  pass  throu9h  a,ready  develoP®d  «eas  compared  to  the  enveloped  areas  on 

Evaluate  running  the  HSR  under  or  in  the  median  of  Highway  101  along  the  Peninsula.  j  ^ 

Evaluate  all  alternatives  to  using  catenary  lines,  including  a  third  rail.J^^  1-U_  -  hl/tfTlO'/H 

Include  an  alternative  that  does  not  include  freight  service  on  the  Caltrain  corridor.il  21 ii/x/StFLa  I  +- 

Evaluate  the  option  of  having  the  HSR  stop  in  San  Jose  and  connect  to  an  electrified  Caltrain  baby  bullet.^^^^^11^^  ^  t^QOUStIi  fiV* 

Evaluate  an  underground  HSR  along  the  peninsula  and  how  that  would  impact  private  property  rightTfefc-2 jJtfclewnUid  ^  ^ 

Evaluate  running  HSR  in  a  trench  and  how  that  would  impact  private  property  rights.^Lj^  ^  ^ 

Evaluate  where  and  how  many  shoofly  tracks  would  be  needed  during  construction  to  allow  freight  train  and  Caltrain  to  continue  operationP^^P^t 
Provide  accurate  to-scale  3-dimensional  architectural  models  of  all  options  (No  Build,  elevated  fill  retaining  walls  trench  cut  and  cove?  ^nri  '  r  '  ^ 

leSfdnS6  entlfe  J°Se_San  Francisco  route-  includin9  a"  associated  sound  walls,  overhead  catenaries,  berms,  gradeT^  \  Vjf QUilft, 

Eminent  Domain  property  acquisition  required  for  the  various  configurations 6^V\lV\£/y\^^6^/VlAA^  ^AcW^-  lA^r* 

SP6S“  reSP°nSibi,rty  f°r  SCh6dulin9  and  disp“9  a"  trains,  including  HSR.  Caltrain, 

EXPrequiremente).Wi"  ^  ****  Wi’h  Ca'train’  °r  Whether  i{  wi"  require  a  dedicated  set  of  tracks  (necessitating  wider  righted/  CA  4$ 

Include  the  number  of  tracks  and  Right-of-Way  widths  for  all  segment , 

Indicate  whether  dedicated  tracks  would  also  require  dedicated  boardin^latforms  at  all  stations  served  by  both  HST  and  Caltrain^^Cta^ 

Evaluate  the  costs  associated  with  dedicated  tracks  for  "  1  ’  ^ 

Land  acquisition  for  wider  right  of  way  tracks  and  boarding  platforms. 

Station  costs  for  more  tracks  and  boarding  platforms  j 

Wider  tunnels  and/or  trenches  /  _jL, r—  n  apl  n  i 

Grade  separations  to  accommodate  additional  tracks  j  LAA/ USVVUlT)  DV\ 

Additional  tree  removal  / 

Evaluate  the  benefits  versus  costs  to  each  mid-peninsula  city  being  considered  for  a  HSR  (}££& 

Include  an  evaluation  of  why  a  mid-peninsula  HSR  stop  is  desirable.^]  i  (,  I  -j— 

Visual  and  Noise  Impacts  ^ 

^impao^ 1116  CUfrenl  E'R  aSSeSS6S  ,he  **** °f  eteVated  'raCkS  “  LOW'  Whereas  in  rca|ity eleraled  <«ta  «*  have  a  HIGH/SIGNIFICANT  A 1  ^  n  ^ 
Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  Union  Pacific  freight  noise  based  on  pre-Caltrain  electrification  levels.  ULA.  £v4- 

lnc“  'SttgSSSZ  with  a  chan9e  in  the  vertical  a,ignment' such  as  “F-fewnO  DM 

"°iSS  f°r  a"  “*  ’ HSR'  Ca'lrai"  a"d  ,reWt  - 35  -  ■»«  ***  ***.  based  on 

'he  N°  al,erna,ive'  and  evaluale  lhe  impac,s  based  ”  of  the  No  Project  alternate 


-sc  1 10 


Environmental  Impacts  _ _ 

EVa^ommunitvair  ******  W°Uld  ^  With  VertiCa' trad<  alignments  and  identify  waVs  t0  reduce  air  pollution  impacts  to  the 

*3jh  aq 


community: 

Consider  the  diesel  fumes  from  the  freight  trains.  /\Q  ^-7  — 1 

Consider  how  removing  trees  and  natural  vegetation  reduces  the  current  absorption  of  pollution!  ^  ^  ^  CCXJ-  f&fjlkXll  ^ 

Analyze  the  impacts  of  electrical  wires  on  nearby  homes  and  businesses.^ 4^  [  l f\Q£\dJ(i& 

Evaluate  temporary  air  quality  impacts  from  years  of  construction  dust  antfconstruction  equipment  emissions.^  A,  [  A £) 

Evaluate  permanent  air  quality  impacts  from  the  dust  raised  by  the  additional  trains,  as  well  as  the  high  speed  of  the  trains -fYQ  , 

Evaluate  alternative  alignments  to  preserve  the  many  heritage  trees  (including  the  1069  year  old  El  Palo  Alto)  along  the  corrictor.  Heritaae  size7^  - - 

trees  simply  cannot  be  replaced  and  therefore  their  removal  must  be  avoided,  as  it  cannot  be  mitigated.  I  A  [ 

FOrsauchdolatfnlS^lfnSi«'  illustra;i°ns  sh°wi?g  the  separate  dedicated  boarding  platforms  required  for  Caltrain  and  HST  and  h^L  reAOV  '  ‘  ~ 

such  platforms  increase  right-of-way  widths  needed  for  station  itself,  as  well  as  wider  track  approaches  before  and  after  the  station  U k  (TV\  f 

3nd  bUS'"eS3  arop"d  a  station  ,0  meet  ^^n^her^^  J 

Evaluate  the  traffic  impacts  associated  with  a  HSR  mid-Peninsula  station,  apart  from  the  impacts  of  the  HSR  itselfT^  ( 

ldeSagenC^noTte«plaS“S  (b°'h  “*  n°n  her“a9e) ‘°  ^  rem°Ved  under  each  scenarl°  and  p,a""ed  <"°te  th%  [  UWift  UU. 

Safety 


bM 

l/llC+OTl^ 


"S  Td  ™pacls,t0  nearby  homes/schools/parks/bttsineeses  associated  with  the  different  vertical'll  \ 

Sd  vertal  alignmenT  en’'  >e"°'>Sm C0nSidera,i0ns'  and  earthpuate  considerations  (particularly  if thertjiT  ^oWtv) 

lndS  a"  125  ml°"andWh™  *  PUt pla“ I10  accommodate  heavy  freight  cars  passing  beside  light  weight  trains  goiSaA-  L SJsfefvl 

at  70  miles  ^fhour  h  d  and  businesses  Wl11  be  Protected  from  possible  derailment  of  cars  or  from  debris  flying  through  the  air  ^  J 

Evaluate  the  cost  of  including  crash-walls  to  protect  the  general  public  in  the  event  of  a  derailment  or  from  debris  stirred  up  by  passing  talnTf 
Compare  the  cost  of  various  safety  provisions.  — !  ' 

EVaieanchted1POtential  0081  of  a  derailment  in  both  human  and  Property  terms  occurring  in  the  various  options  (at-grade,  elevated,  tunneli^,  „  ^  yzchovW-( 

osV 


trenched). 

Traffic  Circulation 

Analyze  how  different  vertical  alignments  will  increase  traffic  speeds  along  safe  school  corridor  feeder  streets  in  all  peninsula  cities. 
Consider  traffic  impact  in  conjunction  with  planned  Stanford  expansion  of  hospital  and  shopping  and  any  other  known  future  projects. 

EVavSd  sffl  be  be  52^lSLUiS.<&<ffinS  in  Sa"  J°Se)  C0UPled  Wi,h  lncreases  Cal,rain  Se,vice'  Determine  "  9rade  separa,i01 


^nlitheT  C°mPare  ^  Pr°jeCted  riderShip  "Umbers  for  bo,h  Caltrain  and  HSR  based  on  whether  lhere  is  a  stop  in  Redwood  City,  Palo  Alto 


c<^ 

uyvAfrf' 


Esriadrf  on ?norela??  t0  theadditi.on  residential  and  business  traffic  required  near  a  potential  station.  This  analysis  should  also  indite 
the  impact  of  all  known  future  projects  (such  as  Stanford  Hospital  Expansion).  ^ 


^Meadow^nd’charleston9  “nStrUC,i°n  eSpecially  as  i(  relates  tD  the  safe  schot>1  *»*»»  and  temporary  closures  at  Churchill, 


All  traffic  analysis  needs  to  include  data  during  “peak’  and  “non  peak"  times. 
Economic  impact 


EVaSaPal°  Alt°’S  P°tential  6XpenSeS  f0r  pr0Viding  ,ransit-oriented  development  (TOD)  around  the  proposed  station  through  planning  and/  ^  ^ 


zoning. 

Evaluate  how  changes  in  transit-oriented  development  (TOD)  might  impact  local  businesses,  residences,  traffic,  etc. 


EV1aUcilftirshat  Pa'°  Alt°’S  6XPenSe  W°Uld  ^ t0  finanCe  PUb‘iC  $paCeS  needed  t0  SUpport  the  Pedestrian/bicycle  station  area  amenities  and 


Evaluate  potential  cost  of  acquiring  land  from  Stanford  to  create  the  Palo  Alto  station. 


Evadurt^  SCh001  bUSeS  33  ma"y  °f,ha  safe  SPhdPl  comcfer  feeders  would  be  sign, fleam, y  impend 


^2-Si^hcvv 


/ 


Property  Impacts 

Include  recommendations  on  how  to  accurately  assess  land  values  -  particularly  with  regard  to  possible  eminent  domain."!^  k  Y&W-S. 

Study  potential  land  value  decreases  and  subsequent  tax  base  implications  -  specifically  with  regard  to  a  raised  vertical  alignment]  J 
Study  potential  tax  base  implications  of  removal  of  homes  through  eminent  domain.  /  >1  t  n 

SPedTvakjaaione  C°mpensation  wi"  be  for  proPerty  acPuired  throu9h  eminent  domain  BEFORE  acquisition  is  determined  to  preven/^raperfy^j^^  ' 


Include  how  historic  buildings  (including  the  Palo  Alto  Train  Depot)  will  be  preserved.  \  l  ^ 

2  ^  PUJH( 


dGWlCUM 


eva'uat'°„  °^aIi  historic  structures,  not  just  those  that  are  deSignated  sites  that  are  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic^ 

°°S»“n  ,hr0U3h  Eminen‘  D°main  ™"**  '°r  lhe  —  rail  <**»  (No  Project,  etevated,  underfund,  abrade, 

Evaluate  what  Shoo-Fly  tracks  and  “temporary"  property  acquisition  is  required  during  construction^ ^ 

Regards,  J  (W  1^ 


Kevin  Dickson 
1646  Madrono  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


r&cuwr 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


cdilauro@aol.com 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  11:27  AM 

HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  HSR 


Re:  High  Speed  Rail 


I  am  not  opposed  to  High  Speed  Rail .  My  husband  and  I  voted  for  it.  We  were  very  concerned  about  the  global  warming 

I  do  feel  deceived  about  the  election  ballot  as  it  was  very  vague  and  did  not  say  that  the  route  from  SJ  to  SF  would  be 
elevated  20  feet  and  have  high  voltage  (21 ,000  Watts).'  What  this  experience  has  taught  me  is  I  will  be  unwilling  to  vote 
for  propositions.  Because  of  the  ballot  wording  you  never  know  fully  what  you  are  voting  for. 
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prop  m 


I  have  the  following  concerns: 


Right  now  California  can  not  afford  it  anything  else.  I  know  the  Federal  is  providing  the  stimulus  package,  but 
who  will  pay  the  majority  of  the  expense  and  if  and  when  will  be  ever  get  it  back? 


— I 

I  sooece  cf 

_ \ 


How  will  HSR  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  tract  structure  and  increased  pollution  and  local  traffic  ] 


TYiAfflC. 

E-\o 

-^1.  i  Oslo  - 


congest  as  well  as  the  safety  of  children  going  to  school  with  congested  traffic.  Graffiti  magnet  and  eye  sore  of  a 
20  foot  wall  dividing  our  neighborhoods  and  slowing  down  the  emergency  response  in  the  city.  PR  awkl* 

How  safe  will  this  HSR  be  with  the  Cal  Tran  and  s  o  close  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic,  schools  and  ~==^ 
parks? 

What  about  our  4  creeks  in  Palo  Alto  and  bike  paths  and  trees  that  will  have  to  be  eliminated.  What  about  poWepj 
stations?  ,  __ 

I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  be  quieter. 

Air  pollution  cause  by  increase  in  train,  both  high  speed  and  freight  trains. 

How  safe  is  the  high  voltage  required  for  the  HSR  and  what  about  the  children  in  the  near  by  schools  and  parks. 

What  about  our  200  year  old  tree  from  which  our  city  (Palo  Alto)  was  named?  It  is  in  the  corridor. 

Why  is  the  “Railroad  Authority”  shoving  this  down  our  throats?  They  are  not  listening  to  the  citizens.  I  was 
wondering  where  I  really  live?  Is  this  the  USA  or  have  I  been  transported?  I  feel  that  we  can  not  trust  Railroad 
Authority  to  do  the  right  thing.  They  will  only  do  their  thing.  Who  oversees  them?  Who  represents  the  taxpayers 
of  Palo  Alto  and  California?  My  husband  and  I  have  been  residents  of  Palo  Alto  for  over  38  years  and  have 
raised  our  family  here. 

Property  values.  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluation  and 
subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base.  You  want  us  to  trust20the  Railroad  authority  to  give  “fair  market  value” 
with  eminent  domain.  Kind  of  like  the  wolf  protecting  grandma's  house. 


pec 

£\o 

3 


In  conculsion,  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  quality  of  life  on  the  peninsula  will  a  20  ft  wall  dividing  our  towns  and  the 
frequency  of  the  trains.  It  is  important  that  we  do  the  HSR  right  even  if  we  miss  out  of  the  Federal  funding^  It  takes  time 
to  develop  an  appropriate  plan  and  I  do  not  feel  the  Railroad  is  doing  that  and  why  should  they.  They  h^tfe  the  trumpet 
card;  they  can  overrule  us  the  taxpayers. 

Thanks  you  for  the  time  and  consideration  of  this  matter.  I  hope  you  will  do  the  right  thing  for  the  peninsula  and  California. 


t 


(lAFf'iCT 


Letha  and  Chet  DiLauro 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


£4 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


cdilauro@aol.com 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  12:47  PM 

HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To:  High  Speed  Rail  Authorities 


Re:  High  Speed  Rail 
L 

I  am  not  opposed  to  High  Speed  Rail .  My  husband  and  I  voted  for  it.  and  we  are  very  concerned  about  global  i  . 
warming.  r— 

I  do  feel  deceived  about  the  election  ballot  as  it  was  very  vague  and  did  not  say  that  the  route  from  San  Jose  toj 
San  Francisco  would  be  elevated  20  feet  and  have  high  voltage  (21,000  Watts),  j  What  this  experience  has 
taught  me  is  I  will  be  unwilling  to  vote  for  ballot  propositions.  Because  of  the  ballot  wording  you  never  know] 
fully  what  you  are  voting  for  or  what  you  may  end  up  with. 

I  have  the  following  concerns: 

•  Right  now  California  can  not  afford  it  anything  else.  I  know  the  Federal  is  providing  the  stimulus  package,  ^  .  . 

but  who  will  pay  the  majority  of  the  expense  and  if  and  when  will  be  ever  get  it  back?  \ 


lA 


•  How  will  HSR  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  increased  pollution  and  local 
traffic  congest  ion  as  well  as  the  safety  of  children  going  to  school  with  congested  traffic.  Graffiti  magnet  and 
eye  sore  of  a  20  foot  wall  dividing  our  neighborhoods  and  slowing  down  the  emergency  response  in  the  city. 

•  How  safe  will  this  FISR  be  with  the  Cal  Tran  and  so  close  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic,  schbcjtls  andSM  l 
parks? 

•  W  hat  about  our  4  creeks  in  Palo  Alto  and  bike  paths  and  trees  that  will  have  to  be  eliminated.  What  abornud.  U 

power  stations?  — loftltHeJ 

I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  be  quieter  and  there  will  noise  issues.  l 


A  WU  liVl  L/VUV  T  V  U1UI  AW  TT 111  UW  ^UlVLV/1  UI1U  U1V1V  **111  HV/IOV  1QJUVJ.  ^  I  j 

•  Air  pollution  cause  by  increase  in  train,  both  high  speed  and  freight  trains."]-^  1  A Q  YXZ&Aw) 

*  How  safe  is  the  high  voltage  required  for  the  HSR  and  what  about  the  children  in  the  near  by  schools  andU- 1 


tifl'VOjfc- 
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parks  and  the  neighbors.  "  . 

•  What  about  our  200  year  old  tree  from  which  our  city  (Palo  Alto)  was  named?  It  is  in  the  corridor.J^  ^ 

•  Why  is  the  “Railroad  Authority”  shoving  this  down  our  throats?  They  are  not  listening  to  the  citizens.  1  was 

wondering  where  I  really  live?  Is  this  the  USA  or  have  I  been  transported?  I  feel  that  we  can  not  trust  Railroad 
Authority  to  do  the  right  thing.  They  will  only  do  their  thing.  Who  oversees  them?  Who  represents  the 
taxpayers  of  Palo  Alto  and  California?  My  husband  and  I  have  been  residents  of  Palo  Alto  for  over  38  years 
and  have  raised  our  family  here.  - _ _  _ . 

•  Property  values.  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluation  and  1  #  . 

subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base.  You  want  us  to  trust  the  Railroad  authority  to  give  “fair  market  value’!  AgvwM. 
with  eminent  domain.  Kind  of  like  the  wolf  protecting  grandma  s  house.  ,  \&lg  (A PtyOftA 

In  conculsion,  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  quality  of  life  on  the  peninsula  will  a  20  ft  wall  dividing  our  towns"] 

and  the  frequency  of  the  trains.  It  is  important  that  we  do  the  HSR  right  even  if  we  miss  out  of  the  Federafk  ' 

funding.  It  takes  time  to  develop  an  appropriate  plan  and  I  do  not  feel  the  iCai  lroad  is  doing  that  and  why  shajulcT~\ 
they.  They  have  the  trumpet  card;  they  can  overrule  us  the  taxpayers.  / 

Thanks  you  for  the  time  and  consideration  of  this  matter.  I  hope  you  will  do  the  right  thing  for  the  peninsula 

aQdCaliforaia-  Wwu-s 

States* 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Letlia  and  Chet  DiLauro  citizens  of  Palo  Alto,  CA  4131  park  blvd. 


i  'SC  II X 


April  3,  2009 
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APR  6  2009 


BY:__ 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street 

Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Re:  High  Speed  Rail 


I  am  not  opposed  to  High  Speed  Rail .  My  husband  and  I  voted  for  it  and  we  were  very  concerned  about  global  warming.^ 


I  do  feel  deceived  about  the  election  ballot  as  it  was  very  vague  and  did  not  say  that  the  route  from  SJ  to  SF  would  be  Jfel  n  i  A 

to  vote;  for 1  \rY  , 


elevated  20  feet  and  have  high  voltage  (21,000  Watts).  What  this  experience  has  taught  me  is  I  will  be  unwilling  iu  vuur  iui  l  f  '  J 
ballot  propositions.  Because  of  the  ballot  wording;  you  never  know  fully  what  you  are  voting  for  and  what  you  may  end  up  fy\l9|k|oVW^':f 

with-  ^  V  cs  J 

„  |AQ  dbi-euMicce/vice<.  v 

I  have  the  following  concerns:  Jl-fr&u  rzufcchtv'- 

M  safety 

•  Right  now  California  can  not  afford  it.  I  know  the  Federal  Government  is  providing  the  stimulus  package,  but  who  will  pa£ 
the  majority  of  the  expenses  and  if  and  when  will  be  ever  get  it  back? 


•  How  will  HSR  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  tract  structure  and  increased  pollution  and  local  traffic  congest  as" 
well  as  the  safety  of  children  going  to  school  with  congested  traffic.  Graffiti  magnet  and  eye  sore  of  a  20  foot  wall  dividing  ouj 
neighborhoods  and  slowing  down  the  emergency  response  in  the  city. 

•  How  safe  will  this  HSR  be  with  the  Cal  Tran  and  so  close  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic,  schools  and  parksTJ^U 

•  What  about  our  4  creeks  in  Palo  Alto  and  bike  paths  and  trees  that  will  have  to  be  eliminated.  What  about  power  stations? 

•  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  be  quieter^M/Y5!^  ^ 

•  Air  pollution  caused  by  increase  in  trains,  both  high  speed  and  freight  trainsTj^  l  fe?  '•^mrn 

•  How  safe  is  the  high  voltage  required  for  the  HSR  and  what  about  the  children  in  the  near  by  schools  and  parks3^^M^ 

•  What  about  our  200  year  old  tree  from  which  our  city  (Palo  Alto)  was  named?  It  is  in  the  corridor7j$4 

Why  is  the  "Railroad  Authority”  shoving  this  down  our  throats?  They  are  not  listening  to  the  citizens.  I  was  wondering"] 
where  I  really  live?  Is  this  the  USA  or  have  I  been  transported?  I  feel  that  we  can  not  trust  Railroad  Authority  to  do  the  ric  ht 
thing.  They  will  only  do  their  thing.  Who  oversees  them?  Who  represents  the  taxpayers  of  Palo  Alto  and  California?  My 
husband  and  I  have  been  residents  of  Palo  Alto  for  over  38  years  and  have  raised  our  family  here. 

•  Property  values.  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluation  and  subsequent  erosior|^\y<t^ 
of  the  local  tax  base.  You  want  us  to  trust  the  Railroad  authority  to  give  “fair  market  value”  with  eminent  domain.  Kind  of  like 

the  wolf  protecting  grandma’s  house.  < _ a 

-$C\  ojj&yfeowisu  — ,^1 

In  conculsion,  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  quality  or  life  on  theupeninsula  will  a  20  ft  wall  dividing  our  towns  and  the 
frequency  of  the  trains.  It  is  important  that  we  do  the  HSR  right  even  if  we  miss  out  of  the  Federal  funding-  It  takes  time  to 
develop  an  appropriate  plan  and  I  do  not  feel  the  Railroad  is  doing  that  and  why  should  they?  They  have  $ne  trumpet  card;  | 
they  can  overrule  us  the  taxpayers  and  they  have  a  blank  check. 


Thanks  you  for  the  time  and  consideration  of  this  matter.  I  hope  you  will  do  the  right  thing  for  the  peninsula  and  California. 


M\  u- 


Respectfully  Submitted, 


A  / 

"  f  ■-<<  C'i/O 


Letha  and  Chet  DiLauro 
4131  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto.  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:15  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
HSR_scoping_comments-GMCA.doc 


From:  Mark  Dobervich  [mailtom5arkd@ceoexpress.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  '3:58  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  ^7 

Please  find  attached  text  and  word  doc.-  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  scoping  comments  - 

Thanks  Mark  and  Carolyn  Dobervich 
markd@ceoexpress.com 


U  li/rtvD 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
April  5,2009 

Ref:  CHSRA  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS 
Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


In  2005,  two  neighborhoods  in  Palo  Alto  were  added  to  the  National  and  California  Historic  Register  of 
Historic  Places.  They  are  the  first  modem  subdivision  homes  in  California  to  earn  this  distinction.  The 
(GM)  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  has  been  distinguished  since  its  inception  in  the  early  1950s  not  only  by, 
its  architecture  and  communally  owned  facilities  but  more  specifically  by  the  numerous  shared  activities  and 
outdoor  lifestyle  the  community  was  designed  to  enhance  and  support.  This  focus  is  as  strong  now  as  it  was 
originally.  ^ 

The  main  entrance  to  the  neighborhood  is  about  100  feet  from  the  Cal  Train  corridor  via 
Greenmeadow  Way.  The  proposed  high-speed  rail  could  create  disruption,  noise  and  vibration  that  will 
significantly  deteriorate  the  historic  quality  of  the  neighborhood  and  degrade  outdoor  activities  — reasons 
for  its  designation. 


Jr  IMOI^ 


Clearly,  a  major  project  such  as  the  CHSRA  cannot  respond  to  the  needs  of  every'  community  it  passes. 
However,  we  ask  that  our  neighborhood  be  specifically  considered  with  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  scopin° 
comments  in  the  following  ways: 


411 


The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  has  in  its  Scoping  Comments  letter  requested  traffic,  noise,  vibration  ancT 
visual/esthetic  studies  be  done  throughout  Palo  Alto.  We  request  that  sound  measurements  and  visual 
simulations  be  performed  for  the  study  in  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  at  specific  points  relevant  to  our 
community  life:  the  center  of  the  GM  park,  the  main  entrance  to  GM  (Alma  &  Greenmeadow  Way)  and  also 
the  center  of  Cubberly  fields  -  (near  cross  streets  of  Parkside  Drive  and  Nelson  Drive). 


UimMics 


A' 
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We  request  that  these  measurements  be  taken  over  a  24-hour  period,  measuring  high  point,  low  point  and  £  (  WW2,  . 
ambient  noise  and  ideally  be  taken  both  on  a  weekend  and  a  weekday.  We  request  that  these  figures  then  be  ]  yj\ 
compared  with  projected  noise  and  vibration  for  the  proposed  HST  design  alternatives  and  mitigation 
alternatives  proposed  to  significantly  reduce  or  eliminate  impacts  above  baseline. 

We  request  that  the  portion  of  Alma  Street  running  from  Charleston  Street  to  the  Mountain  View  train  &  1 
station  be  evaluated  for  noise,  vibration  and  visual/esthetic  effect  on  pedestrians  and  bike-riders.  This  roifle  ^  ^ 
is  used  by  Greenmeadow  and  other  South  Palo  Alto  residents  to  reach  the  Mountain  View  station.  We  1  ^  y*. 

question  whether  this  population  will  be  driven  to  use  cars,  increasing  traffic/parking  at  the  station.  —A  ^  ^ 

The  CHSRA  program  level  EIS/EIR  suggests  a  “  -seven  foot  retained  wall  plus  additional  poles  and  ~7  incnc  Q 
overhead  electrification  between  California  Avenue  and  San  Antonio  stations  which  would  be  at  grade”  Thij  •  i  ‘  2U 
cross  streets  of  Charleston  and  Meadow  would  go  under  the  Caltrain  corridor.  In  view  of  the  likely  ^  ^  lL 

significant  noise,  visual  and  aesthetic  degradation  compared  to  the  current  baseline  conditions,  we  request  ^  ^  , 

an  analysis  of  the  above  factors  for  a  below-grade  alternative  between  California  Avenue  and  San  Antonio 
stations  for  HST,  with  the  cross  street  being  over  the  corridor  either  elevated  or  at  grade. 


The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  requests  evaluation  of  the  high  speed  rail  project  on  trees  and  vegetation^. 

South  Palo  Alto  (and  adjacent  North  Mountain  View)  has  in  the  past  few  years  gained  significant  multiple- 
household,  higher  density  housing,  and  additional  projects  are  under  way.  Streets,  schools,  recreational  ^ 
facilities  and  parking  lots  are  more  crowded.  Significant  street  arteries  such  as  Alma  Street,  San  Antonio 
Road  and  Charleston  Street  are  sources  of  frustration  due  to  congestion.  The  added  buildings  mean  ^ 
obstructed  views  and  fewer  lawns,  trees  and  vacant  lots.  Many  believe  that  natural  vegetation  not  only 
improves  the  air  quality  but  also  has  a  calming  effect  in  crowded  communities.  We  request  that  you  consi  ler 
aesthetic  impact  of  the  trees  that  currently  visually  shield  the  Cal  Train  corridor  along  Alma  Street  in  Soul  h 
Palo  Alto  and  retain  them  along  with  other  mitigations.  ^ 


/teShut icS 


During  the  time  of  construction,  we  are  concerned  about  traffic  flow  increases  and  potential  for  ^  I  ,  ,  • 

traffic  cut  though  on  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  streets,  as  well  as  impaired  entry  and  access  to  h&i  OtnA^TyVCnCVl 
neighborhood.  We  request  that  as  part  of  Palo  Alto  Traffic  Circulation  analysis  the  points  of  entry/exit ;  it  iiAA 

Greenmeadow  Way  and  Alma  Street,  Nelson  Street  and  Charleston  Street,  and  Feme  Avenue  and  San  ^  i  of 

Antonio  Road  be  analyzed  for  traffic  issues  impacting  GM  and  surrounding  residential  areas.  Qy\UA 

The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  Scoping  comments  has  requested,  under  Traffic  Circulation  and  Safety?  r  , 

evaluation  of  several  potential  safety  impacts  from  construction  and  operation  of  the  HST.  Among  A  l  'tVOT^/  . 

them  are  the  different  potential  impacts,  risks  (including  crashes  and  explosions),  and  mitigations  between  a 
horizontal  4  track  configuration  and  a  stacked  2  track,  whether  below  grade,  above  grade,  or  mixed.  We  i  qSo 
request  that  these  concerns  be  evaluated  also  at  the  San  Antonio  station  and  along  the  Alma  Street  walkway  ^  Q 
leading  from  Greenmeadow  to  the  San  Antonio  station. 

The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  requested  analysis  of  private  property  impacts.  "1  ,  ^  -U 

We  request  that  when  “loss  of  property  value  of  adjacent  and  nearby  properties”  is  considered,  the  *  ^  M  H  C? 
Greemneadow  neighborhood  be  specifically  considered  in  light  of  its  historic  designation  and  its  stron  i  YVAaAT 
community  identity  based  on  shared  facilities  and  an  outdoor  lifestyle,  dt  ( 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration.  ffkTH/Ti 


Mark  and  Carolyn  Dobervich 
Email :  markd@ceoexpress.com 
241  Parkside  Drive 


2 


650-494-8198 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:06  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
HSR_scoping_comments-GMCA.doc 


From:  Mark  Dobervich  [mailto:markci@ceoexpress.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  #29  PM; 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Fw:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  "Mark  Dobervich"  <markd@ceoexpress.com> 
Sent:  Mon,  April  6, 2009  18:58 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


f  i  I.'MOVO  rocrev 


Please  find  attached  text  and  word  doc.-  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  scoping  comments  - 

Thanks  Mark  and  Carolyn  Dobervich 
markd@ceoexpress .  com 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
April  5,2009 


Ref:  CHSRA  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


In  2005,  two  neighborhoods  in  Palo  Alto  were  added  to  the  National  and  California  Historic  Register  of 
Historic  Places.  They  are  the  first  modern  subdivision  homes  in  California  to  earn  this  distinction.  The 
(GM)  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  has  been  distinguished  since  its  inception  in  the  early  1950s  not  only  by 
its  architecture  and  communally  owned  facilities  but  more  specifically  by  the  numerous  shared  activities  and 
outdoor  lifestyle  the  community  was  designed  to  enhance  and  support.  This  focus  is  as  strong  now  as  it  was 
originally. 
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The  main  entrance  to  the  neighborhood  is  about  100  feet  from  the  Cal  Train  corridor  via 
Greenmeadow  Way.  The  proposed  high-speed  rail  could  create  disruption,  noise  and  vibration  that  will 
significantly  deteriorate  the  historic  quality  of  the  neighborhood  and  degrade  outdoor  activities  — reasons 
for  its  designation. 


Clearly,  a  major  project  such  as  the  CHSRA  cannot  respond  to  the  needs  of  every  community  it  passes. 
However,  we  ask  that  our  neighborhood  be  specifically  considered  with  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  scoping 
comments  in  the  following  ways: 


The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  has  in  its  Scoping  Comments  letter  requested  traffic,  noise,  vibration  and 
visual/esthetic  studies  be  done  throughout  Palo  Alto.  We  request  that  sound  measurements  and  visual 
simulations  be  performed  for  the  study  in  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  at  specific  points  relevant  to  our 
community  life:  the  center  of  the  GM  park,  the  main  entrance  to  GM  (Alma  &  Greenmeadow  Way)  and  also 
the  center  of  Cubberly  fields  -  (near  cross  streets  of  ParksidedDrive  and  Nelson  Drive). 


We  request  that  these  measurements  be  taken  over  a  24-hour  period,  measuring  high  point,  low  point  and 
ambient  noise  and  ideally  be  taken  both  on  a  weekend,  and  a  weekday.  We  request  that  these  figures  then  be 
compared  with  projected  noise  and  vibration  for  th, 6  proposed  PIST  design  alternatives  and  mitigation 
alternatives  proposed  to  significantly  reduce  or  eliminate  impacts  above  baseline.  n.- 


We  request  that  the  portion  of  Alma  Street  running  from  Charleston  Street  to  the  Mountain  View  train 
station  be  evaluated  for  noise,  vibration  ancf  visual/esthetic  effect  on  pedestrians  and  bike-riders.  This  route 
is  used  by  Greenmeadow  and  other  South  Palo  Alto  residents  to  reach  the  Mountain  View  station.  We 
question  whether  this  population  will  be  driven  to  use  cars,  increasing  traffic/parking  at  the  station. 


The  CHSRA  program  level  EIS/E1R  suggests  a  “  -seven  foot  retained  wall  plus  additional  poles  and 
overhead  electrification  between  California  Avenue  and  San  Antonio  stations  which  would  be  at  grade”  The 
cross  streets  of  Charleston  and  Meadow  would  go  under  the  Caltrain  corridor.  In  view  of  the  likely 
significant  noise,  visual  and  aesthetic  degradation  compared  to  the  current  baseline  conditions,  we  request 
an  analysis  of  the  above  factors  for  'a  below-grade  alternative  between  California  Avenue  and  San  Antonio 
stations  for  HST,  with  the  cross  street  being  over  the  corridor  either  elevated  or  at  grade. 


The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  requests  evaluation  of  the  high  speed  rail  project  on  trees  and  vegetation. 

South  Palo  Alto  (and  adjacent  North  Mountain  View)  has  in  the  past  few  years  gained  significant  multiple- 
household,  higher  density  housing,  and  additional  projects  are  under  way.  Streets,  schools,  recreational 
facilities  and  parking  lots  are  more  crowded.  Significant  street  arteries  such  as  Alma  Street,  San  Antonio 
Road  and  Charleston  Street  are  sources  of  frustration  due  to  congestion.  The  added  buildings  mean 
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obstructed  views  and  fewer  lawns,  trees  and  vacant  lots.  Many  believe  that  natural  vegetation  not  only 
improves  the  air  quality  but  also  has  a  calming  effect  in  crowded  communities.  We  request  that  you  consider 
aesthetic  impact  of  the  trees  that  currently  visually  shield  the  Cal  Train  corridor  along  Alma  Street  in  South 
Palo  Alto  and  retain  them  along  with  other  mitigations. 


During  the  time  of  construction,  we  are  concerned  about  traffic  flow  increases  and  potential  for 
traffic  cut  though  on  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  streets,  as  well  as  impaired  entry  and  access  to  the 
neighborhood.  We  request  that  as  part  of  Palo  Alto  Traffic  Circulation  analysis  the  points  of  entry/exit  at 
Greenmeadow  Way  and  Alma  Street,  Nelson  Street  and  Charleston  Street,  and  Feme  Avenue  and  San 
Antonio  Road  be  analyzed  for  traffic  issues  impacting  GM  and  surrounding  residential  areas. 


The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  Scoping  comments  has  requested,  under  Traffic  Circulation  and  Safety, 
evaluation  of  several  potential  safety  impacts  from  construction  and  operation  of  the  HST.  Among 
them  are  the  different  potential  impacts,  risks  (including  crashe/s/and  explosions),  and  mitigations  between  a 
horizontal  4  track  configuration  and  a  stacked  2  track,  whethe/below  grade,  above  grade,  or  mixed.  We 
request  that  these  concerns  be  evaluated  also  at  the  San  Antdnio  station  and  along  the  Alma  Street  walkway 
leading  from  Greenmeadow  to  the  San  Antonio  station.  / 


The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  requested  analysis ,df  private  property  impacts. 

We  request  that  when  “loss  of  property  valu^of  adjacent  and  nearby  properties”  is  considered,  the 
Greenmeadow  neighborhood  be  specificallvxonsidered  in  light  of  its  historic  designation  and  its  strong 
community  identity  based  on  shared  facilities  and  an  outdoor  lifestyle. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Mark  and  Carolyn  Dobervich 
Email :  markd@ceoexpress.com 
241  Parkside  Drive 
650-494-8198 
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Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
April  5,2009 


Ref:  CHSRA  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS 


Deal-  Mr.  Leavitt, 


In  2005,  two  neighborhoods  in  Palo  Alto  were  added  to  the  National  and  California 
Historic  Register  of  Historic  Places.  They  are  the  first  modem  subdivision  homes  in 
California  to  earn  this  distinction.  The  (GM)  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  has  been 
distinguished  since  its  inception  in  the  early  1950s  not  only  by  its  architecture  and 
communally  owned  facilities  but  more  specifically  by  the  numerous  shared  activities 
and  outdoor  lifestyle  the  community  was  designed  to  enhance  and  support.  This  focus 
is  as  strong  now  as  it  was  originally. 


The  main  entrance  to  the  neighborhood  is  about  100  feet  from  the  Cal  Train 
corridor  via  Greenmeadow  Way.  The  proposed  high-speed  raifcould  create 
disruption,  noise  and  vibration  that  will  significantly  deteripfie  the  historic  quality  of 
the  neighborhood  and  degrade  outdoor  activities  — reasohs  for  its  designation. 

Clearly,  a  major  project  such  as  the  CHSRA  cannot  Respond  to  the  needs  of  every 
community  it  passes.  However,  we  ask  that  our  neighborhood  be  specifically 
considered  with  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  scoping  cpmments  in  the  following  ways: 

The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  has  in  its  Scoping  Comments  letter  requested  traffic, 
noise,  vibration  and  visual/esthetic  studies  be  done  throughout  Palo  Alto.  We 

request  that  sound  measurements  and  visual  simulations  be  performed  for  the  study  in 
Greenmeadow  neighborhood  at  specific  points  relevant  to  our  community  life:  the 
center  of  the  GM  park,  the  main  entrance  to  GM  (Alma  &  Greenmeadow  Way)  and 
also  the  center  of  Cubberly  fields  -/(near  cross  streets  of  Parkside  Drive  and  Nelson 
Drive).  / 

W e  request  that  these  measurements  be  taken  over  a  24-hour  period,  measuring  high 
point,  low  point  and  ambienfnoise  and  ideally  be  taken  both  on  a  weekend  and  a 
weekday.  We  request  that  these  figures  then  be  compared  with  projected  noise  and 
vibration  for  the  proposed  HST  design  alternatives  and  mitigation  alternatives  proposed 
to  significantly  reduce  or  eliminate  impacts  above  baseline. 

We  request  that  the  portion  of  Alma  Street  running  from  Charleston  Street  to  the 
Mountain  View  train  station  be  evaluated  for  noise,  vibration  and  visual/esthetic  effect 
on  pedestrians  and  bike-riders.  This  route  is  used  by  Greenmeadow  and  other  South 
Palo  Alto  residents  to  reach  the  Mountain  View  station.  We  question  whether  this 
population  will  be  driven  to  use  cars,  increasing  traffic/parking  at  the  station. 

The  CHSRA  program  level  EIS/EIR  suggests  a  “  -seven  foot  retained  wall  plus 
additional  poles  and  overhead  electrification  between  California  Avenue  and  San 
Antonio  stations  which  would  be  at  grade”  The  cross  streets  of  Charleston  and  Meadow 
would  go  under  the  Caltrain  corridor.  In  view  of  the  likely  significant  noise,  visual  and 
aesthetic  degradation  compared  to  the  current  baseline  conditions,  we  request  an 


analysis  of  the  above  factors  for  a  below-grade  alternative  between  California  Avenue 
and  San  Antonio  stations  for  HST,  with  the  cross  street  being  over  the  corridor  either 
elevated  or  at  grade. 

The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  requests  evaluation  of  the  high  speed  rail  project  on 
trees  and  vegetation.  South  Palo  Alto  (and  adjacent  North  Mountain  View)  has  in  the 
past  few  years  gained  significant  multiple-household,  higher  density  housing,  and 
additional  projects  are  under  way.  Streets,  schools,  recreational  facilities  and  parking 
lots  are  more  crowded.  Significant  street  arteries  such  as  Alma  Street,  San  Antonio 
Road  and  Charleston  Street  are  sources  of  frustration  due  to  congestion.  The  added 
buildings  mean  obstructed  views  and  fewer  lawns,  trees  and  vacant  lots.  Many  believe 
that  natural  vegetation  not  only  improves  the  air  quality  but  also  has  a  calming  effect  in 
crowded  communities.  We  request  that  you  consider  aesthetic  impact  of  the  trees  that 
currently  visually  shield  the  Cal  Train  corridor  along  Alma  Street  in  South  Palo  Alto 
and  retain  them  along  with  other  mitigations. 

During  the  time  of  construction,  we  are  concerned^bout  traffic  flow  increases  and 
potential  for  traffic  cut  though  on  Greenmeadov^/ neighborhood  streets,  as  well  as 
impaired  entry  and  access  to  the  neighborhoocj/We  request  that  as  part  of  Palo  Alto 
Traffic  Circulation  analysis  the  points  of  entry/ejat  at  Greenmeadow  Way  and  Alma 
Street,  Nelson  Street  and  Charleston  Street,  and  Feme  Avenue  and  San  Antonio  Road 
be  analyzed  for  traffic  issues  impacting  GM  and  surrounding  residential  areas. 

The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  Scoping  comments  has  requested,  under  Traffic 
Circulation  and  Safety,  evaluation  of  several  potential  safety  impacts  from 
construction  and  operation  of  the  HST.  Among  them  are  the  different  potential 
impacts,  risks  (including  crashes  and  explosions),  and  mitigations  between  a  horizontal 
4  track  configuration  and  a  stacked  Ttrack,  whether  below  grade,  above  grade,  or 
mixed.  We  request  that  these  concerns  be  evaluated  also  at  the  San  Antonio  station  and 
along  the  Alma  Street  walkway  leading  from  Greenmeadow  to  the  San  Antonio  station. 

The  Palo  Alto  City  Council  requested  analysis  of  private  property  impacts. 

We  request  that  when  “loss  of  property  value  of  adjacent  and  nearby  properties”  is 
considered,  the  Greenmeadow  neighborhood  be  specifically  considered  in  light  of  its 
historic  designation  and  its  strong  community  identity  based  on  shared  facilities  and  an 
outdoor  lifestyle. 

Thank,  you  for  your  consideration. 


Mark  and  Carolyn  Dobeivich 
Email :  markd@ceoexpress.com 
241  Parkside  Drive 
650-494-8198 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
April  5,2009 

Ref:  CHSRA  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High-Speed  Train  Project  EIR/EIS 
Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 
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Mark  and  Carolyn  Dobervich 
Email :  markd@ceoexpress.com 
241  Parkside  Drive 
650-494-8198 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:59  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High  Speed  Rail  Line 


From:  Carolyn  [mailto:cdobervich@hotmail.com] 
Sent:  Friday,  January  30,  2009  11:34  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  Line 


Hello-1  am  told  that  the  last  meeting  concerning  the  construction  of  the  high  speed  rail  line  will  be  tomorrow.  I  have  never 
seen  plans  or  heard  options  about  this.  Will  you  please  direct  me  to  a  source  for  this  information.  Also,  can  you  tell  me 
why  public  hearings  have  not  been  scheduled  (to  my  knowledge,  at  least).  Thank  you. 


Carolyn  Dobervich 


$  7  'reqvest  ^  *0© 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

f ent:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  3:16  PM 

' o:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  SF  to  SJ  HST 


From:  Desiree  Docktor  [mailto:ddocktor@apr.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  3:10  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  RE:  SF  to  SJ  HST 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


*  'Ve^  In  Pal°  Alt0  most  of  my  life  and  love  the  bay  area  in  general.  Easy  access  to  all  the  cities  surrounding  the  bay  \  i^b0 
would  be  both  environmentally  and  economically  correct.  California  should  lead  the  way  to  clean  and  green  and  easy  to 
use  mass  transportat'on.  The  current  plan  to  elevate  the  high  speed  Rail  thru  the  middle  of  towns  is  a  very  bad  idea  iCA  rM-u  nklel 
anything  it  should  be  the  full  bore  tunnel  and  use  the  Altamount  Pass  route  in  order  not  to  divide  communities  in  half  J*  u 

and  take  more  cars  off  the  road.  [^7 

hrvc ft' 

A  sleek  well  thought  out  transportation  plan  that  connects  all  cities  in  the  bay  area  should  be  the  primary  focusXo  £  r  1 
Have  you  ever  been  to  London.  The  transportation  system  is  easy  to  use  from  bus,  train  to  the  underground. 

We  in  California  should  lead  the  way  for  communities  to  link  by  bike,  car  and  mass  transportation  easily  so  that  less  J  ,  |  k 

are  on  our  freeways  and  less  pollution  for  our  communities.  Think  of  the  future  for  our  planet  for  our  children.  \(^ukX 

p|ease  do  not  through  away  $$$  into  a  system  that  is  ugly  not  well  thought  out  or  just  not  a  good  idea.  A  costly  ugll 

solution  will  be  economically  and  environmentally  disaster.  Y  *  jl  > 

Sincerely'  ^  CoStT 

Desiree  Docktor 


Desiree  Docktor,  SRES,QSC 
Alain  Pine!  Realtors,  Palo  Alto 
Fax:  650-323-1143 
Direct:  650-543-1067 
Cell:  650-291-8487 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Tracy  Douglas  [Tdouglas8@sbcglobal.net] 
Sunday,  March  22,  2009  9:05  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


My  thoughts  on  the  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR):  .  .  ~i 

-  HSR  and  a  residential  corridor  do  not  go  together.  My  house  sits  on  the  corridor  in  south  Palo  Alto.  So  yes,  I  am  whining  y  ^ 
about  eminent  domain.  Why  shouldn’t  I  whine?  Prop  1 A  did  not  make  it  clear  that  I  could  lose  my  house  if  I  voted  for  HSR. 


It  did  not  even  dawn  on  me  that  it  would  go  plundering  through  my  back  yard.  Losing  my  house  is  not  a  small  thing. 
-The  HSR  through  the  Palo  Alto  corridor  impacts  a  whole  community,  not  just  the  houses  that  border  it. 

-  I  would  love  to  see  it  underground,  “quiet  and  invisible.” 

- 1  also  like  the  idea  of  the  HSR  stopping  in  San  Jose  (heading  north),  and  then  people  get  off  and  take  Cal  Train  to 
continue  north.  That’s  how  the  airports  do  it.. .you  fly  the  big  jets  into  the  major  hubs,  and  then  you  get  off  and  board  the 
smaller  planes  for  the  outlying  cities.  You  might  grumble,  but  if  you  have  to  do  it,  you  do  it. 


/ &i(wb'o  * 


I  2  /w 


-T.  Douglas 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


info@hsr.ca.gov 

Monday,  April  06.  2009  11:20  AM 
Info  @  HSR 
CHSR  Contact 


Follow  Up  Flag: 
Flag  Status: 


Follow  up 
Completed 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Jean  Dresden 
Company:  Voices  of  San  Jose 
Phone:  (408)298-0275 
Email:  JeanAnn2@aol.com 
Website: 

Comment: 

SF  to  SJ  Scoping  Questions  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  CHSRA  ATTN.:  SF  to  SJ  Dear  Sir:  Given  the  opposition  and 
deep  financial  pockets  of  many  residents  along  the  SF  to  SJ  route,  which  may  delay  the  implementation  of  HSR 
for  decades,  please  consider  the  following  alternatives:  (1)  SJ  to  Bayshore  Freeway  (Hwy  101  )  to  Dumbarton”"]  ^ - 
Spur  in  Menlo  Park  and  rejoin  the  Caltrain  ROW  (2)  SJ  to  Bayshore  Freeway  (Hwy  101)  to  Redwood  City  andj 


rejoin  Caltrain  ROW  (3)  SJ  to  Bayshore  Freeway  (Hwy  101)  to  Millbrae/SFO  and  rejoin  Caltrain  ROW  In 
comparing  the  alternatives,  consider  the  relative  costs  of  elevated  track  vs.  the  mitigations  and/or  the  possible  I 
legal  mandate  to  underground  the  full  length  of  the  SF  Peninsula.  Here  are  some  more  specific  questions:  It'''',  a 
Could  the  HSR  leave  Diridon  underground  and  generally  follow  an  alignment  east  of  Coleman  Avenue  and3  2 
west  of  SJC  airport  to  Plwy  101?  Are  there  concerns  about  soil?  Toxics?  Pipelines?  If  not,  could  the  HSR  leav^J^ 
Diridon  underground  and  cross  under  Newhall  Yards  and  then  rise  to  an  elevated  structure  along  the  western  — 
boundary  of  SJC  airport,  then  join  Hwy  1 01  ?  2.  Following  northbound  along  Hwy  1 01 ,  are  there  any  significant  j 

engineering  barriers  to  an  elevated  structure  generally  along  the  eastside  of  Plwy  101  from  SJC  airport  to  - » 

Moffitt  Field?  IF  so,  could  HSR  elevated  track  be  accommodated  within  the  median  strip  as  shown  in  artwork”/ 
for  Hwy  580  in  the  Program  Level  EIR?  3.  At  Moffitt  Field,  could  HSR  generally  follow  or  join  LRT  in  a 
trench  near  Ellis  Street  to  accommodate  flight  paths  at  the  field?  If  not,  could  it  go  underground?  If  not,  coulchi 
fly  to  a  central  median  location?  4.  North  of  Moffitt  Field,  could  an  elevated  structure  be  accommodated  on  the 
Northeast  side  of  Hwy  101?  5.  At  Ikea  in  East  Palo  Alto,  is  their  adequate  setback  from  the  freeway  to  construct 
a  single  pole  elevated  structure?  6.  North  of  Ikea  in  East  Palo  Alto,  are  there  any  significant  engineering 
constraints  to  using  an  elevated  alignment  north  and  east  of  Hwy  101  to  rejoin  the  Dumbarton  Route,  or 
alternatively,  use  Veterans  Blvd  to  enter  the  Redwood  City  Station  Area?  7.  Are  there  any  engineering 
constraints  to  leaving  Redwood  City  on  the  median  of  Veterans  Blvd.  along  a  single  pole  elevated  structure  to 
Hwy  101?  8.  From  Hwy  101  at  Veterans  Blvd.  in  Redwood  City  to  Hillsdale  Blvd,  are  there  significant 
engineering  constraints  to  an  elevated  structure  on  the  North  side  of  Hwy  101,  generally  following  frontage 
roads?  9.  From  Hwy  101  at  Hillsdale  Blvd.,  could  an  elevated  structure  in  the  center  median  be  accommodated 
to  avoid  the  homes  on  the  North  side  of  Hwy  101  on  both  sides  of  3rd/4th  Street  in  San  Mateo?  10.  From  San 
Mateo/Burlingame  near  Peninsula  Ave  north  to  Millbrae,  could  an  elevated  structure  be  generally 
accommodated  along  the  North  and  east  side  of  Hwy  101?  1 1 .  Near  Millbrae,  could  the  route  flyover  Bayshore 
and  join  the  Multi-modal  station  at  SFO?  Of  course,  there  are  many  more  details  and  questions  than  this  rough 
email  can  indicate.  Clearly,  there  is  a  large  cost  associated  with  an  elevated  structure,  but  what  is  the  cost  of  the  | 
structure  compared  to  the  very  likely  decades  long  delay  to  the  project  caused  by  the  essentially  unlimited 
financial  pockets  of  wealthy  residents  of  Atherton,  Palo  Alto,  and  Menlo  Park?  Sincerely,  Jean  Dresden  Voices 
of  San  Jose  (408)  298-0275 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:35  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  HSR  Project 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Lissa  Dutton  [mailto:lissamdutton@mac.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  8:37  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  HSR  Project 


As  a  resident  of  Old  Palo  Alto  and  someone  who  greatly  values  the  i 

environment,  I  am  strongly  supportive  of  a  HSR  project.  However,  I  J— j_.  ~ 
strongly  urge  you  to  put  the  tracks  underground.  I  am  concerned  ' 

about  the  safety  and  destruction  of  a  neighborhood.  By  investing  in  a  "j| 
tunnel,  the  project  could  have  a  very  positive  effect  on  our  “  : 

neighborhood,  versus  a  negative  one  (danger  to  kids,  ugly  and  an  old 
system  that  needs  to  be  updated).  It  should  be  a  requirement  to  lay^ 
tracks  underground  for  this  project. 


Sincerely, 


Elisabeth  Dutton 
461  Washington  Ave. 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Lissa  Dutton  [lissamdutton@mac.com] 
Thursday,  March  05,  2009  8:37  AM 
HSR  Comments 
HSR  Project 


As  a  resident  of  Old  Palo  Alto  and  someone  who  greatly  values  the  J 
environment,  I  am  strongly  supportive  of  a  HSR  project.  However,  I  ~i 
strongly  urge  you  to  put  the  tracks  underground.  I  am  concerned  J 
about  the  safety  and  destruction  of  a  neighborhood.  By  investing  in  a  tunnel,  the  project  d 
could  have  a  very  positive  effect  on  our  neighborhood,  versus  a  negative  one  (danger  to  kids, 
ugly  and  an  old 

system  that  needs  to  be  updated).  It  should  be  a  requirement  to  lay  J 
tracks  underground  for  this  project. 


*  * 
XtUh, 

I  t £2 


Sincerely, 

Elisabeth  Dutton 
461  Washington  Ave. 


l 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  M.  Ebinger 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 


very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 


4\  rv o\se. 


,  *1 


Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  lLjjv0CC  ^0 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ’ 


Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  M  ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  -ty\  \?VO*  »«. 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ft  I  . 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  y 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

M.  Ebinger 

2320  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

T -sc  is?  | 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Martin  Eichner  [martineichner@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  10:11  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


We  have  lived  in  our  lovely,  diverse  Palo  Alto  neighborhood  on  Park  Boulevard  for  more  than  30  years. 
Although  we  voted  for  the  concept  of  a  high  speed  rail  link  between  Northern  and  Southern  California,  we  do 
not  support  a  project  that  could  destroy  our  neighborhood. 

If  the  route  will  be  planned  for  the  Caltrain  corridor,  it  must  be  planned  in  a  way  that  will  preserve  our 
neighborhood  and  the  many  others  along  this  same  corridor.  An  elevated  system  would  make  our  neighborhood 
unlivable.  The  loss  of  land  and  associated  construction  issues  would  probably  make  our  neighborhood  into  a 
ghost  town,  and  any  households  who  had  the  bravery  to  stay  would  be  driven  away  by  the  completed 
system,  due  to  the  creation  of  a  terrible  eyesore  and  noise  pollution.  _ 

Please  insist  on  an  alternative  route  or  an  alternative  plan  for  the  same  corridor  such  as  a  tunnel. 

Thank  you  for  your  careful  consideration  of  a  decision  that  will  change  our  lives. 

Martin  &  Jeannie  Eichner 


_L 

NoVSb 
WW  c 
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Rob 
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3944  Park  Blvd. 


Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


tel:  650-493-3887 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  info@hsr.ca.gov 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  10,  2009  5:15  PM 

To:  Info  @  HSR 

Subject:  CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Stephen  Eittreim 
Company: 

Phone:  650-856-6977 

Email:  eittreimcs@comcast.net 

Website: 


Comment: 

As  recently  printed  in  the  Palo  Alto  Daily  News(  Mar  5):  Dear  Editor,  Although  I  share  Rich  Steibel's  fears  of  " 
what  120  mph  trains  passing  every  3-minutes  through  Palo  Alto  at  the  surface  would  do  to  the  quality  of  life 
around  here  (Daily  News  letters,  Mar  3),  especially  for  those  living  near  the  train  tracks,  I  think  we  should  think, 
of  this  as  a  golden  opportunity.  The  Caltrain  Bullet  and  other  trains  have  been  a  noise  and  safety  problem  for  ' 
the  city  for  a  long  time.  The  tracks  should  of  course  go  underground  and  once  that  is  accomplished  we  have  the  " 
opportunity  to  cooperate  with  other  cities  and  construct  a  greenway/bikeway/pedestrian  way  from  San  Jose  to 
South  San  Francisco.  Such  a  liberation  of  the  land  strip  that  has  for  a  long  time  divided  our  cities  could  become  J 
an  enhancement  for  all  the  cities  and  enable  better  communication  between  east  and  west  sides  of  the  cities. 


H-l 

l  Tm/W'I 


Cities  and  environmental  groups  promoting  alternative  transit  modes  should  combine  forces  for  such  a  vision. 
Great  advances  have  recently  been  made  in  Tunnel  Boring  Machines.  Is  the  cost  too  much?  No,  and  I’m  sure 
our  grandchildren  won’t  think  so.  Steve  Eittreim  1975  Ivy  Lane  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303  650-856-6977 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:58  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HS  Rail 


From:  eittreimcs@comcast.net  [mailto:eittreimcs@comcast.net] 
Sent:  Monday,  February  02,  2009  10:51  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  yoriko  kishimoto 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HS  Rail 


To  the  record: 


I  think  the  best  option  for  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  is  to  underground  the  railroad  right  of  way. 
Most  of  the  route  is  through  urban  regions  where  this  would  make  the  most  sense.  What  the  public  I 
think  does  not  appreciate  is  the  extraordinary  strides  that  have  been  made  in  tunneling  technologies 
over  the  past  few  decades.  Once  the  tunnel  boring  equipment  is  built  (very  expensive  up  front),  the 
costs  are  not  very  great  for  the  additional  time  operating  the  equipment.  In  other  words,  once  the 
boring  machine  is  built,  the  more  days  or  years  it  is  used,  the  cheaper  it  becomes  per  day  or  per  year. 
I  am  by  no  means  any  kind  of  expert  it  this  engineering  but  as  a  geologist  (retired  from  USGS  since 
2003)  I  know  that  the  materials  underlying  the  train  tracks  down  the  peninsula  is  by  and  large  pretty 
soft  stuff....  I  would  guess  pretty  easy  and  fast  to  bore  through.  The  old  method  of  cutting  a  trench, 
then  covering  it,  is  laden  with  all  the  inconvenience  and  expense  that  goes  with  shutting  down  the 
infrastructure  through  the  string  of  cities  down  the  peninsula.  In  contrast,  tunneling  beneath  all  that 
infrastructure  including  water,  gas,  sewer  and  electric  lines  seems  like  the  best  method  here.  I  hope 
the  local  authorities,  the  VTA  and  MTC,  have  put  their  best  engineering  minds  working  on  this  over 
recent  years.  The  BART  line  coming  into  San  Jose  from  the  northeast  is  planning  to  tunnel  westward 
under  the  city.  Perhaps  a  combination  of  interests  from  BART,  HSRail  and  Caltrain  all  come  together 
here.  All  can  use  the  same  tunneling  machine  once  it  is  fabricated. 


H-l 

ff  I 
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My  impression,  again  from  a  non-expert,  who  simply  reads  the  NY  Times  and  other  general  sources"!  ^  2  7S*vk/ 
on  such  things,  is  that  trenching  and  covering  is  old-outdated  expensive  technology  and  remotely-  J 
operated  machine  tunneling  is  the  best  method  today.  An  extra  added  bonus  of  course  is  that  all  the'X  i 
peninsula  cities  could  convert  their  old  railroad  right-of-ways  to  greenways.  Imagine  a  green  bikewayj  7 

from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  And  most  of  our  Peninsula  cities  would  no  longer  have  to  operate  ~  ^  k*****/^ 
as  spit-cities  with  barriers  running  down  the  middle.  J 


Again  I  hope  that  your  best  engineering  minds  have  scoured  the  world  for  the  best  sources  of 
information  on  this  tunneling  technology.  Building  the  "Chunnel"  beneath  the  English  Channel  comes 
to  mind  as  a  similarly-scaled  project,  done  decades  ago.  — 


H  l  W  | 


Good  luck  in  your  planning.... 


Steve  Eittreim 
1975  Ivy  Lane 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 
650-856-6977 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,™, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009.  ^  ^  p 

Meeting  Date/Location  / 

O  February  25  -  Millbrae  IJrFebruary  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  _  ^  QW  f  iTTy^Y^  _  City:  Pcjpj 

Title  (if  applicable):  p  ^  J)  ,  U  S  CT  ~  rA  \  Phone:  4S~Q  -  &  -  6  Fax: 


State: 


Zip: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


E-maii:  ■<?  C S  C& .  CtMsx  CoA~.  KAY 


Address: 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  dearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  doses  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


j_-^c  is  r 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  B.  Elspas 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^  1 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  n 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  N 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  Jpf  ( 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

B.  Elspas 

130  Ely  Place,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

T-sc  ^  (p 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Cecile  Eltherington  [cecile@eltherington.com] 
Wednesday,  April  01,  2009  6:16  PM 
city.council@cityofpaloalto.org;  HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  I  am  very  disappointed  by  the  current  design,  the  elevated  wall,  I  j(>J/ 


to  accommodate  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  high  speed  train. 


Good  design  can  change  the  world,  and  so  alas,  can  bad  design. 

Please  don't  spoil  our  beautiful  city  of  Palo  Alto  by  erecting  this  wall 
Aesthetics  matter,  make  people  happier  and  reaches  all  of  us  at  an  emotional  level.  | 

A  wall  would  not  only  divide  our  city  but  make  it  less  attractive,  and  would  certainly  affect  a 

our  property  value.  _ \ 

-  'V.J. 

I  hope  that  the  decision  makers  will  show  empathy  for  the  Palo  Alto  residents. 


An  underground  solution  would  be  a  lot  more  desirable.  Yes,  underground  solution  may  be 
costly,  but  so  would  a  poor  design.  It  would  cost  a  lot  to  the  harmony  of  our  community 


VV' 


31 


C6cile  Eltherington 
304  Tioga  Court 
Palo  Alto,  ca  94306 


l 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Candace  Engelsen  [CandaceE@pacbell.net] 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  11:44  AM 

HSR  Comments 

candacee@pacbell.net 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


supported  high  speed  rail  by  voting  for  the  bond  measure  in  November  2008.  I  still  support  HST  but  have  grave  ~  i^v,  r 

concerns  about  the  route  through  long-established  and  cherished  peninsula  communities.  \ 


through  long-established 


I  live  in  downtown  Palo  Alto  approximately  8  blocks  from  the  University  CalTrain  Station.  In  the  summer  with  windows  A  IV 
open  to  the  fresh  air,  even  from  this  distance  I  hear  the  train  whistles  and,  in  the  late  evenings,  the  heavy  freight  trains  .  ^ a ^ 
running  full  speed  through  the  crossings.  '  & K 

A  \  fiCiStb 

I  am  very  concerned  about  the  potential  impacts  of  HST  through  my  city.  Above  ground  HST  will  add  noise,  and  elevated 
tracks  will  divide  neighborhoods.  .  ,  ^  ^ 

"1  .  ,  i a.  iaa i -4  \ a  ivw-Oor-K  J  J 


Let's  build  HST  with  consideration  for  the  local  communities. 


I  support  consideration  of  HST  through  established  communities  via  tunneling.  If  that  option  is  not  available,  I  support 
transfer  to  CalTrain  or  other  public  transit  to  the  peninsula  and  San  Francisco. 

Candace  Engelsen 
Resident  of  Palo  Alto  since  1 987 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
April  6,  2009 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Becky  Epstein  [epstein@meer.net] 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:36  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
ScopingCommentApril5.pdf;  ATT2550586.txt 


Attached  please  find  a  3-page  letter,  containing  my  scoping  comments 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Rebecca  Epstein 


-it-  |) 
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Rebecca  L.  Epstein 
256  Edlee  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Via  E-mail  to  comments@hsr.ca.gov 
April  5, 2009 

California  Eligh-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Attn:  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Re:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 
Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 

I  am  a  resident  of  the  Charleston  Meadows  neighborhood  in  Palo  Alto,  one  of  the 
many  neighborhoods  along  the  Peninsula  that  share  a  boundary  with  the  existing  Caltrain 
right  of  way.  Professionally,  I  am  an  active  member  of  the  California  state  bar  who  has 
litigated  issues  of  economic  damages,  mainly  in  the  context  of  general  commercial 
disputes.  After  reviewing  CEQA  and  eminent  domain  case  law,  I  present  the  following 
comments  for  your  review.  T  have  no  attorney-client  relationship  in  this  matter,  and  the 
information  presented  in  this  letter  should  not  be  construed  as  legal  advice.  I  submit 
these  comments  solely  as  a  concerned  citizen  who  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  EIR/EIS  will 
be  inadequate  if  it  fails  to  analyze  a  number  of  specific  economic  impacts. 

The  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (“HSRA”)  has  the  discretion  to  analyze 
economic  impacts  in  its  EIR/EIS.  The  CEQA  Guidelines  explicitly  state  that  economic 
information  “may  be  included”  in  an  EIR  (see  California  Code  of  Regulations,  Title  14 
section  15131),  and  there  are  compelling  reasons  for  the  HSR  A  to  do  so.  In  the  case  of 
high  speed  rail,  economic  impacts  speak  directly  to  the  feasibility  of  the  project  itself  as 
well  as  proposed  alternatives  or  mitigations.  If  the  HSRA  is  to  comply  with  the  stated 
CEQA  goal  of  public  participation  (California  Code  of  Regulations,  Title  14  section 
15201),  the  HSRA  should  present  all  relevant  analysis  about  economic  impacts  in  the 
EIR,  where  there  are  procedural  safeguards  to  ensure  that  the  public’s  comments  and 
concerns  are  adequately  addressed. 

Prior  California  case  law  does  state  the  general  rule  that  EIRs  need  not  address 
economic  impacts,  however  this  precedent  is  of  questionable  relevance  here.  None  of 
these  cases  concern  themselves  with  mega-projects  anywhere  near  the  scale  and  cost  of 
high  speed  rail  and  where  economic  factors  are  critical  in  determining  project  viability  as 
well  as  identifying  what  alternatives  are  reasonable.  Moreover,  prior  cases  such  as  Sierra 
Club  v.  County  of  Napa.  121  Cal.  App.  4th  1490  (2004),  involved  the  situation  where  the 
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entity  putting  forth  the  EIR  was  separate  and  independent  from  the  decision-making 
entity  for  the  proposed  project  and  thus  the  public,  as  part  of  the  larger  administrative 
record,  had  the  opportunity  to  appeal  to  an  independent  body  rendering  feasibility 
decisions.  Here,  though  the  HSRA  is  required  to  establish  an  Independent  Peer  Review 
Committee,  the  HSRA.  remains  both  the  preparer  of  the  EIR  and  die  ultimate  decision¬ 
maker.  I  believe  this  creates  a  case  of  first  impression  in  California  about  whether  an 
EIR  can  be  adequate  if  it  fails  to  address  economic  impacts  so  critically  intertwined  with 
project  viability  and  where  the  public  will  not  get  the  benefit  of  an  independent  decision 
maker  to  evaluate  project  feasibility  as  part  of  the  larger  administrative  record. 

The  remainder  of  this  letter  focuses  on  the  specific  economic  impacts  that  the 
EIR/EIS  should  consider. 

1 .  Costs  of  Construction.  The  EIR  should  analyze  cost  overruns  typical  of  other 
mega-projects  in  this  country  and  internationally.  Even  a  cursory  review  of  news  articles 
about  the  Denver  Airport  or  Boston’s  Big  Dig  (neither  one  of  which  is  nearly  as  “mega” 
as  this  project)  show  that  these  type  of  projects  are  difficult  to  control  and  are  plagued  by 
significant  cost  overruns.  The  EIR/EIS  needs  to  explicitly  consider  and  identify  the 
amount  it  is  allocating  for  overruns  above  and  beyond  its  analysis  of  all  known 
construction  costs. 

2.  Fair  Market  Value  for  Private  Property.  The  EIR/EIS  should  analyze,  under 
the  proposed  project  and  every  alternative,  the  compensation  that  will  need  to  be  paid  to 
private  property  owners  for  whom  condemnation  proceedings  will  be  initiated. 
Ballpark  regional  estimates  are  not  an  accurate  measure  of  what  it  will  cost  to 
compensate  private  property  holders.  The  EIR/EIS  should  look  at  which  properties  will 
be  taken  under  eminent  domain  and  determine  the  fair  market  value  for  those  properties 
in  accordance  with  California  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  section  1263.320  (i.e.,  the  most 
profitable  use  of  the  land  absent  any  change  in  value  on  account  of  the  project  itself). 
The  proper  standards  and  methods  to  determine  fair  market  value  are  codified  in 
California  Evidence  Code  sections  815-821,  and  the  EIR/EIS  needs  to  analyze  the  costs 
of  private  property  acquisition  in  accordance  with  these  provisions. 

3.  Appraisal  and  Attorney  Fees.  The  EIR/EIS  should  analyze  how  much,  in 
aggregate,  private  property  owners  will  have  to  be  offered  for  appraisal  fees  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  California  Senate  Bill  1210,  requiring  public  entities  to  pay  up  to  $5,000  of 
the  appraisal  fees  for  private  property  owners  in  condemnation  proceedings.  The  EIR 
should  further  identity  the  condemnor’s  anticipated  appraisal  cost  and  attorneys’  fees. 

4.  Cost  of  Partial  Takings.  The  EIR/EIS  should  determine  how  many  private 
property  owners  will  have  a  portion  of  their  property  taken  and  then  analyze  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  property  taken  as  well  as  the  severance  damages  that  result  on 
account  of  the  decrease  in  the  value  of  the  remaining  portion  of  the  property. 
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5.  Inverse  Condemnation  Damages.  With  any  project  proposal  that  involves 
elevated  tracks,  the  HSRA  has  to  anticipate  a  significant  amount  of  inverse  condemnation 


lawsuits  from  property  owners  who  have  not  had  their  property  taken  by  eminent  domain 
but  who  will  still  suffer  depreciation  of  their  property  values.  This  diminution  of  private 
property  values  needs  to  be  evaluated  in  the  EIR/EIS  by  looking  at  what  properties 
beyond  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  will  be  subjected  to  increased  noise  and  negative  visual 
impacts  as  well  as  properties  suffering  losses  on  account  of  having  less  connectivity  to 
their  larger  communities  due  to  the  physical  barriers  created  by  elevated  tracks.  After 
reviewing  inverse  condemnation  cases  involving  California  freeway  and  other  significant 
transportation  projects,  the  EIR/EIS  should,  at  a  minimum,  come  forward  with  the 
expected  radius  within  which  property  owners  will  hear,  see,  or  feel  vibrations  of  high 
speed  rail  and  disclose  the  estimate  it  is  using  for  the  resulting  diminution  in  property 
values. 


6.  Private  Property  Damage  Due  to  Construction.  In  the  vicinity  of  the  existing 
rail  line,  new  homes  exist  along  with  Eichler  homes  from  the  1950s,  characterized  in  part 
by  their  glass  walls,  post-and-beam  construction,  and  cement  slab  foundations  embedded 
with  radiant  heating  pipes.  The  EIR/EIS  should  consider  the  costs  and  a  plan  for  timely 
repairing  residential  structural  damage  resulting  from  the  vibrations  of  project 
construction,  including  cracking  and  misalignment  of  foundations,  pipes,  walls,  and 
windows.  The  EIR/EIS  should  also  analyze  what  properties  will  not  be  habitable  during 
construction  and  what  the  plan  and  costs  will  be  to  relocate  residents. 


7-  Business  Damages/Loss  of  Goodwill.  The  EIR/EIS  should  examine  what 
commercial  establishments  exist  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  and  which  ones  will  have  to 
close  or  move  on  account  of  condemnation  required  for  the  project.  The  HSRA  has  to 
anticipate  that  business  owners  will  seek  compensation  for  the  damage  to  their  business, 
including  the  loss  of  goodwill.  The  EIR/EIS  should  disclose  the  estimate  it  is  using  for 
compensating  such  business  owners. 


Respectfully  submitted, 
Rebecca  L.  Epstein 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


David  Ehrmann  [ehrmann@gmail.com] 
Tuesday,  March  10,  2009  11:00  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


If  comments  are  being  accepted,  I  have  a  few: 


Given  Palo  Alto's  vocal  stance  on  above-ground  HSR  through  its  borders  and  the  complications 
this  creates  for  a  station,  perhaps  Mountain  View  should  be  considered  as  an  alternative. 
It's  the  third-busiest  Caltrain  station,  offers  better  access  to  most  Silicon  Valley 
employers  and  the  potential  49ers'  stadium  in  Santa  Clara  than  either  Redwood  City  or  San 
Jose  Diridon,  and  serves  a  large  concert  venue. 


^  2.  i  /j 

V /  (fav 


Additionally,  VTA’s  plans  for  the  light  rail  system  need  to  be  considered.  Measure  A 
provides  consideration  for  extensions  to  Palo  Alto  and  Sunnyvale/Cupertino,  among  others, 
either  of  these  lines  were  to  be  completed,  the  need  for  HSR  stations  might  shift.  Would 
VTA' s  light  rail  trains  be  electrically  compatible  with  the  HSR  system?  If  so,  could  this 
used  as  part  of  a  Palo  Alto  light  rail  extension? 

Along  with  VTA's  plans,  are  there  any  sections  of  track  where  enough  room  should  be  left  for~7(J^  QA^r- 
possible  dual-gauged  rail  that  could  be  shared  with  BART?  Leaving  space  now  is  far  cheaper  I  3 

than  moving  tracks  later,  even  if  BART  is  unlikely  to  use  them.  J 


If 


Last  summer,  we  all  saw  high  gas  prices,  and  it's  likely  we'll  see  them  again.  A  well- 
planned  HSR  would  be  a  big  step  towards  preparing  the  Bay  Area  for  an  oil  shortage  and  reduce 
wasted  time  on  transportation.  With  money  available  from  the  bond  measure,  available  labor, 
and  cheap  commodity  prices,  I  hope  we  can  find  a  silver  lining  in  the  bad  economic  conditions 
and  prepare  for  our  future. 


ft  ‘fiZy/bst 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:58  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  John  Erlandson  [mailto:john.erlandson@sbcgIobal.net3 

Sent:  Monday,  February  02,  2009  1:25  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments;  city.council@cityofpaloalto.org 

Cc:  john.erlandson@sbcglobal.net 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Palo  Alto  City  Council  and  To  Whom  It  May  Concern  at  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 

As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  planned  high  speed  rail  project  Specifically,  I  would  like  the 
following  issues  clearly  addressed  in  the  upcoming  environmental  impact  report: 


1.  Safety.  Tens  of  thousands  of  Palo  Alto  school-age  children  pass  over  the  current  Caltrain  tracks  each  year  and  even 
with  commuter  trains  limited  to  much  slower  speeds  than  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  project  every  year  people  are  killed 
by  these  trains.  With  a  proposed  speed  of  over  100  MPH,  our  children  will  not  have  adequate  protection  from  on-coming 
trains  that  simply  have  no  way  to  avoid  pedestrian  traffic.  The  life  of  even  one  child  is,  in  my  opinion,  too  important  to 
risk.  The  EIR  must  include  a  fool-proof  plan  to  protect  our  children  and  other  pedestrians  from  the  high-speed  rail  project. 


* 


2.  Traffic.  Palo  Alto  already  has  a  serious  traffic  problem  and  the  EIR  must  ensure  that  the  high  speed  rail  project  doesn’t  *+  j  T VhUfl 
make  this  problem  worse.  Traffic  at  major  Palo  Alto  intersections  like  Alma  and  Charleston,  Alma  and  Meadow,  and  Alma  ^  ^  P 

and  Churchill  already  experience  significant  delays  during  peak  commute  times  and  this  could  get  siqnificantly  worse  with 
100+ MPH  trains. 


3.  Quality  of  Life.  Increased  train  noise,  particularly  from  gate  crossings  and  train  whistles,  are  seriously  eroding  the 
quality  of  life  for  all  Palo  Altans  within  earshot  of  the  tracks.  Of  course  the  project  sponsors  claim  that  high  speed  rail  will 
be  quieter  than  the  current  diesel  trains,  but  this  claim  doesn’t  mean  much.  The  EIR  must  provide  a  quantitative  method 
of  measuring  the  impact  of  high  speed  train  service  on  the  quality  of  life  in  Palo  Alto  so  that  we  citizens  can  determine  if 
we  are  willing  to  pay  this  price. 


*7 


4.  Cost  Construction  on  the  high  speed  rail  project  should  not  be  initiated  until  we  all  know  how  much  the  total  project'" 
will  cost  and  how  it  will  be  paid  for.  Too  often,  rail  and  public  transit  zealots  have  succeeded  in  hoodwinking  the  public 
with  ridiculously  low  cost  estimates  and  we  the  public  have  been  forced  to  cover  expenses  far  beyond  what  was 
promised.  If  past  projects  teach  us  anything,  it  is  that  these  same  zealots  will  start  construction  ASAP  in  high  density 
areas  like  Palo  Alto  before  opposition  can  organize  and  people  realize  what  the  true  cost  of  the  project  will  be. 
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project  sponsors  regarding  any  of  the  issues  listed  above.  It  is  critical  that  we  set  up)  p  7  f 

’s  overview  committee  to  ensure  that  concerns  like  the  four  I’ve  listed  above  will  not  / 


Please  do  not  accept  promises  from 
an  independent  and  objective  citizen 
be  swept  aside  as  rail-at-any-cost  advocates  attempt  to  get  all  of  us  to  pay  for  their  dreams. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  assistance  in  reviewing  this  project,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  on  me. 


J 


3  B|l  bid*!** 


Best  regards, 


John  Erlandson 
4108  Briarwood  Way 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

iohn.erlandson@sbcqlobal.net 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Lee  Daniel  Erman  [lerman@earthlink.net] 

Tuesday,  March  17,  2009  10:34  PM 
HSR  Comments 

SF  Peninsula  wall:  Please  be  realistic  and  sensitive 


Mr.  Leavitt, 

I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  high-speed  rail,  to  the  point  of  being  willing  to  pay 
taxes  to  support  it. 


significant 
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However,  I'm  concerned  that  a  wall  running  the  length  of  the  San 
a  disaster  if  built,  and  also  that  the  attempt  to  build  it  could 
feasibility  of  the  project.  Please  be  open  to  a  more  reasonable 


Francisco  peninsula  would  be  ^  /  i 
even  seriously  endanger  the  , 
plan*  _ 


Thank  you, 

. .Lee  Erman 


■^2  walls- 


Lee  Daniel  Erman 
2112-H  Wyandotte  St. 

Mtn.  View,  CA  94043 

(650)  964-6897  lerman(at)earthlink.net 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Etheridge  James  II  [ejthemale@gmail.com] 
Friday,  January  23.  2009  9:57  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 


I  would  like  to  let  you  know  that  I  am  extremely  frustrated  with  the  technogeeks  and  the  sheep  who  follow 
anything  the  geeks  tell  them.  We  don't  need  another  train  from  SF  to  SJ.  There  is  already  one  agency  handling 
that  and  it  is  Caltrain.  If  it  is  to  be  replaced  it  should  be  replaced  by  BART  because  that  system  already  exists 
and  would  not  create  another  bureaucracy. 


1  live  in  San  Jose  and  I  work  in  Fremont  weekdays  and  I  do  volunteer  work  in  Berkeley  on  Saturdays.  This  train 
won't  help  me  to  get  where  1  need  to  go  on  a  regular  basis. 


This  excessively  expensive  project  will  only  complicate  matters.  The  Caltrain  baby  bullet  has  limited  stops 
similar  to  those  proposed  by  this  project  and  takes  about  an  hour.  What  is  the  benefit  except  to  those  who  are 
paid  by  tax  dollars  that  they  are  wasting. 


I  voted  in  the  last  election  and  I  plan  to  vote  in  the  next  one. 


Be  strong,  be  safe,  and  tread  lightly. 


i 


Ijs 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Kirsten  Essenmacher  [kpessenmacher@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Sunday,  April  05,  2009  8:38  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Peninsula  corridor 


Dear  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  and  am  writing  to  request  that  you  fully 
study  and  evaluate  two  options  to  bring  high  speed  rail  to  SF.  The' 
first  option  would  be  to  build  a  tunnel  to  accommodate  high-speed 
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rail  and  Caltrain  freight  and  passenger  trains.  The  second  optional  »  ,VAI>^  a  JtW-^ 

would  be  to  end  high-speed  rail  in  San  Jose  or  Santa  Clara  and  to 


high-speed  rail  _ . 

transfer  passengers  to  express  trains  for  their  final  journey  to  San^J 
Francisco. 


I  am  a  graduate  of  Palo  Alto  High  School,  and  I  am  particularly  ^  ^ 
concerned  about  the  impact  of  an  elevated  high  speed  rail  on  that/  \  y 

campus.  In  addition,  I  am  concerned  about  the  visual  and  noise  Ti,  ( 
impact  of  the  elevated  tracks  extending  all  the  way  through  our^ 
city. 


1S.SS? 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 
Sincerely, 


Kirsten  Essenmacher 
1 524  Charming  Ave. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Carol  Farmer  [cafarmer6@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday,  March  10,  2009  5:05  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Elevated  train 


ns  sbrifuiTrorh°od  -  Paio  ^  i**  anj 

about  a  block  from  the  rails  If  the  der-u-inn  a  fovernmeJt  taking  of  my  house,  since  I  liveH 
sure  they  would  suddenlyleclde  th2  this  L  Idl^?  Pe0p?S  liTOd  °n  "y  street’  you  ca"  be 

Sir,:: r*  -u  J  s.s's’s zx  "*•  ■“» 

Southgate  neighborhood,  Palo  Alto 


do-**r 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts^alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009.  ^  A  ^ 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  ^February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  T  )  /~t~  ^  t  A _ jZT/'J  C_  / — _  City:  r-tZAJ*C>  /f4'7Q _  State:££'r  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable):  £  h  _  _  Phone: 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ 


Fax: 


E-mail: 


Address: 


-  rsq  <? chill  ,0^./ 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices.  . 


Please  commer 


2. 


^7  February  2009 

From  David  Fend,  Resident  of  Palo  Alto-159  Churchill  Ave 
To.  Dan  Veavitt,  Deputy  Director,  Ca.  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Subject:  Scoping  Process  Meeting-  26  Feb  2009 

'■  ^  8ySte”  “”d«^  through  residential  area^ 

along  the  tracks  could  be  sold  to  develonerc  r.f  a-  ^  peed  Trams  as  well  as  freight.  Some  Parcels 
the  development  of  housing  nearer  the  ROW  but^ln  pr?.perty  f°r  redeveloP“ent  which  might  allow 
rights  of  the  ROX  below  Stabon,  pafkmg  and  recreation  areas  above  the  air 

with  potential  for  hotel  and  parking  structurToffice  andl^ST^  ^  deve*opcf  for  commercial  use 
from  the  Alma  and  El  Camino  KT She £ T*  “  3  f  develoPment  **  extends 

toftSS- 'SSS5  Cal  Tr?  "*•  Sh°m  feed  “  in  San  lose  and  ~ 

.  saK3sas5sa££SSsas=a. 

'  B 21 SSS  fh^ru.eSS'ce  t  ‘°  t  ^  S<Mth  S“  F™.  S“  ~ 

stations  they  developed  have  parking  and  rerwT °U  h3VC  denigrated  *ose  modest  communities,  the 
disruption  to  the  '**  °f  ±e  and 

Road  past  Sunnyvale  until  the  train  line  ^  ^ 

‘  d6:e“  at  Stanford  and  the  fbture  = 

ground  it  will  act  as  a  further  imoediment  v,v  n  a  .  ns‘  Ifthe  nght  of  way 1S  developed  above 

Rengsdorf  in  Mountain  View,  then  switch  to  thehalf  ^  ^1°™  ?3k  Grove  Ave-  m  MenJo  Park  to 

the  other  half  of  the  four  track  system.  '  fthe  11111116  and  remove  the  tracks  and  complete 
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the  comment  table'' 
d  in  our  records. 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Info  @  HSR 

Sent: 

Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:59  AM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

FW:  CHSR  Contact 

From:  info@hsr.ca.gov  [mailto:info@hsr.ca.gov] 
Sent:  Sun  4/5/2009  4:10  PM 
To:  Info  @  HSR 
Subject:  CH5R  Contact 

CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Valerie  A  Fenwick 
Company: 

Phone:  650-961-6675 

Email:  bubbva@,ix.netcom.com 

Website: 


Comment:  . 

I  live  near  the  tracks  in  Mountain  View.  Please  consider  undergrounding  the  tracks  around  here.  I  really  don't  j  4^  ”2. 

want  elevated  trains,  because  of  the  noise  (I  used  to  live  in  Chicago,  so  I  know  all  about  elevated  train  noiselp  J  j 

Thank  you,  Valerie  Fenwick  154  Bonny  Street  Mountain  View  CA  94043  (650)  961-6675  M^ZviO 

£■[  NltfV&y 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Ce: 

Subject: 


Hugo  Fiennes  [hfiennes@gmail.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  9:29  AM 
HSR  Comments 
Claire  Fiennes 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


We  recently  learned  of  the  scope  of  the  planned  HSR  line,  and  are  writing  to  express  our  concerns  about  the 
development's  specifics  and  also  the  impact  this  will  have  in  our  neighborhood  -  Charleston  Meadows,  Palo 
Alto. 


In  general,  we  are  in  favor  of  high  speed  electric  trains  and  their  positive  environmental  impact  (vs  flying) 
however  the  benefit  to  the  environment  of  the  LA  to  SF  route  seems  to  begin  and  end  with  the  C02  savings. 
This  route  has  been  chosen  against  the  advice  of  every  environmental  group  involved  in  the  process,  passes 
through  one  of  California's  largest  wetland  areas,  and  will  not  only  involve  the  construction  of  a  railway  but 
also  of  a  road  network  to  build  it.  Flow  can  we  persuade  less  developed  countries  to  preserve  their  natural 
environments  when  we  railroad  through  our  own? 


Regarding  assumptions  on  state-wide  C02  emission  reduction  due  to  passengers  using  HSR  as  opposed  to 
planes  or  cars,  we  would  like  to  see  the  EIR  detail  both  the  projected  FISR  efficiency  and  also  assumptions  bip  I 
made  about  the  other  modes  of  transport.  Every  form  of  transport  is  becoming  more  efficient  and  comparisons 
need  to  be  assuming  the  same  improvements  apply  across  the  board.  _ 


In  relation  to  the  local  noise  impact,  we  know  that  electric  trains  can  be  significantly  less  noisy  -  per  train  -  than  - 

the  snail-speed  Caltrain  service  which  runs  very  close  by  our  house,  but  would  like  to  know  whether  the  HSR  /  ^  1  ^ 


StjStw/) 


will  comply  with  International  standards  on  noise;  we  feel  that  the  CFISRA  should  be  using  international 
standards  because  the  US  doesn't  yet  have  significant  experience  in  this  area  whereas  Japan  and  Europe  have  '  ' 

performed  many  years  of  research  into  noise  from  high  speed  rail  systems  and  their  impact  on  local  people.  It 
should  also  be  noted  that  the  standards  used  should  be  those  which  are  applicable  in  the  future  when  the  train 
becomes  operational  -  Europe  is  reducing  its  accepted  limits  for  train  noise  on  a  yearly  basis. 

Has  the  noise  impact  on  residents  been  calculated,  not  just  per  train  but  over  a  24  hour  period  for  projected  ) 
traffic  levels?  The  Ldn  metric  (day-night  sound  level)  is  used  elsewhere  to  take  into  account  not  only  the  /  ^ 
severity  and  frequency  of  train  noise  but  also  to  weight  it  for  perceived  annoyance  level  due  to  the  time  of  dav 
which  it  occurs.  This  should  be  studied  and  published  along  with  transparent  calculations,  references  and 
assumptions  about  track  design,  rolling  stock  performance,  and  noise  mitigation  measures.  Given  that  noise 
generated  is  a  factor  of  not  only  the  equipment  used  but  also  the  standard  of  maintenance  applied,  assurance: 
should  be  made  about  the  performance  of  the  actual  trains  that  run  on  the  line  relative  to  the  ones  in  the  stud  /, 
and  regular  measurements  taken  after  the  trains  are  running  to  ensure  compliance. 

— U)cu-bll£ 

European  studies  have  shown  that  train  noise  has  the  biggest  impact  on  children  and  young  people,  who  are  less 

able  to  ignore  it;  how  this  will  affect  the  schools  and  parks  near  the  tracks  needs  to  be  investigated  and  reported.  |  c 

Another  item  which  does  not  seem  to  have  been  addressed  are  possible  derailment  scenarios  -  the  corridor  is 
narrow,  the  trains  will  be  running  much  faster  than  Caltrain  does  today,  and  this  is  a  highly  seismically  active 
area.  The  chances  of  a  serious  accident  are  far  higher  than  they  are  with  the  current  trains  speed  and  frequency  ■ 
and  if  the  rails  are  raised  this  becomes  an  even  more  frightening  prospect  for  local  residents.  What  research  ha  5  ^ 
been  carried  out  on  these  possibilities,  and  what  mitigations  can  be  budgeted  for  in  the  corridor  upgrade? 

Lastly,  realistic  land  pricing  pricing  should  be  used  for  the  cost  models;  at  a  recent  HSR  meeting,  it  was 

l 
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revealed  that  the  land  cost  used  in  calculations  was  $193k  per  acre,  a  figure  that  bears  little  relevance  to  the  cost 
of  land  on  the  peninsula.  The  land  cost  in  this  area,  based  on  the  assessed  property  tax,  is  in  excess  of  $5m  per 
acre.  . — 


Many  of  the  above  concerns  are  addressed  should  the  line  be  tunneled;  we  understand  that  tunneling  will  be 
looked  at  as  part  of  the  planning  process,  and  that  it  is  likely  to  be  expensive  -  however,  this  cost  should  be 
contrasted  against  an  above  ground  implementation  which  includes  all  the  noise  and  safety  mitigations,  not  j 
the  cheapest  set  of  tracks  above  ground. 


Hugo  Fiennes 
Claire  Fiennes 
Carolina  Lane,  Palo  Alto 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:57  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Gary  Fleeman  [mailto:G.Fleeman@Advantest.com] 
Sent:  Tuesday,  February  03,  2009  12:12  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


i  do  not  agree  with  HSR  along  this  corridor. 

This  route  is  regional.  We  should  focus  both  our  energy  and  funding  on  Regional  Solutions 
and  HSR  is  not  a  regional  solution.  San  Jose  to  SoCal  is  a  different  question  &  solution  set. 


An  electrified  Caltrain  with  Limited  Express  service  would  wholly  service  both  the  HSR  aspects 
to  SoCal  with  a  very,  very  minor  time  delay  and  a  HUGELY  reduced  and  shared  expense  ratio, 
and  minor  expansions  to  today's  infrastructure  (relative  to  HSR  along  the  route.) 

(Speed  would  especially  hold  true  if  the  freight  train  and  subsequent  track  damage  was  restricted 
from  express  rails.) 


I  am  a  local  frequent  train  user.  I  bought  my  home  near  the  Caltrain  for  that  purpose,  and  I  want 
expanded  regional  service.  I  ride  HSR  in  both  Asia  and  Europe  on  a  monthly  basis  and  I  am 
quite  familiar  with  local/regional  versus  long  range  HSR  commuting. 


I  disagree  with  HSR  along  the  Caltrain  corridor. 
Gary  Fleeman 
Mountain  View 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:59  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Support  CA  High  Speed  Rail 


From:  Ellen  Fletcher  [mailto:ef@ellenfletcher.net] 
Sent:  Saturday,  January  31,  2009  8:44  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  Support  CA  High  Speed  Rail 


,*s 


I  am  writing  to  express  my  strong  support  for  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  line  between  San  Francisco  and  Lo7|  S2VCCW0& 
Angeles.  '  ' 


It  is  high  time  the  US  caught  up  with  other  advanced  nations  to  provide  this  valuable  service.  Presently  travelers  have 
to  choose  between  driving  their  own  cars  or  using  the  airways. 

Air  travel  is  highly  polluting.  First  of  all,  airports  are  always  in  outlying  locations,  requiring  extensive  travel,  usually  be 
car,  to  reach  them,  causing  extra  pollution.  Then  the  airplanes  use  an  enormous  amount  of  fuel  per  passenger. 

Railroad  stations,  on  the  other  hand,  are  usually  located  in  urban  areas  where  most  people  live  and  are  easy  to  reach. 

So  for  the  sake  of  less  climate-degrading  pollution  and  the  saving  of  precious  oil,  high  speed  rail  is  far  superior. 


GIaG 


Ellen  Fletcher 

777-108  San  Antonio  Road 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94303-4826 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Travis  Flora  [tflora31@sbcglobal.net] 
Friday,  January  23,  2009  8:42  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  am  in  support  of  a  high-speed  train  from  SF  to  LA. 

Thanks, 

Travis  Flora 
Santa  Clara,  CA 


su ppcWT 
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March  16,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director,  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project 
EIR/EIS 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt:  Wa  i( 


I  am  writing  to  protest  the  building  of  a  wall  for  the  elevated  tracks  of  the  high  speed  rail. 

I  wonder  if  Ron  Diridon  and  the  others  who  think  this  is  a  great  project 
-live  along  the  Caltrain  Corridor;  I  doubt  it. 

-wouldn’t  mind  seeing  their  property  values  plummet  because  of  a  wall;l  doubt  it 

-wouldn’t  mind  seeing  graffiti  in  their  neighborhoods;  I  doubt  it 

-would  think  it  OK  to  lose  some  of  their  property  to  Eminent  Domain;  I  doubt  it. 

Mr.  Diridon  asked  why  we  voted  for  the  project  we  are  now  protesting.  It  was  because  we 
approved  the  concept,  not  this  execution  of  it.  Why  weren’t  we  given  all  of  the  facts 
BEFORE  this  went  on  the  ballot?  Was  it  because  the  backers  knew  it  would  never  be 
approved? 


(o  yoam ci 
mues ' 
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The  High  Speed  Rail  project  will  succeed  only  if  it  is  placed  underground  along  the 
Caltrain  Corridor.  The  fight  has  just  begun. 

Yours  truly, 


Z  OP£6£- 
1PAC  tz 


Ruth  HavemeyerFoJey 
169  Hemlock  Court 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306-4623 


cc:State  Senator  Joe  Simitian 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Nancy  Fox  [chezfox@mindspring.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  5:59  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


We  are  residents  of  the  Charleston  Meadows  neighborhood  in  Palo  Alto  which  is  among  the  many  residential 
areas  on  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  that  share  a  boundary  with  the  existing  Cal  Train  right  of  way. 

We  urge  the  HSRA  to  conduct  a  project  level  EIR/EIS  that  will  help  ensure  that  the  high  speed  rail  project  will 
have  a  positive  impact  on  our  community  and  our  state.  A  review  of  the  program  level  EIREIS  raises  concerns 
in  a  number  of  areas  that  cause  us  to  fear  that  this  project  could  devastate  our  city  and  neighboring 
communities. 

Our  concerns  include  the  following: 

1.  Noise  and  Vibration.  The  existing  EIR/EIS  states  that  the  Palo  Alto  corridor  will  have  a  "medium"  noise  and 
a  "high"  vibration  impact  and  proposes  noise  barriers  to  mitigate  this  impact.  The  project  level  EIR/EIS  must 
review  these  assessments  and  consider  the  visual  and  aesthetic  impacts  of  the  HST  AND  any  proposed  barriers. 

2.  Safety.  Given  the  international  climate,  we  must  study  carefully  the  issues  of  potential  train  derailment  an. 
terrorism.  Impacts  from  seismic  activity  in  the  event  of  a  major  earthquake  should  be  addressed. 

3.  Air  Quality.  The  existing  EIR/EIS  states  that  there  will  be  less  than  significant  air  quality  impacts  resultin 
from  the  HST  but  is  silent  on  how  air  quality  would  vary  with  vertical  track  alignment.  This  should  be 
addressed  in  the  current  study.  Another  important  consideration  is  the  impact  on  absorption  of  pollution  that 

w  |  ---would  result  from  the  removal  of  trees  and  natural  vegetation  along  the  right  of  way.  Also,  the  report  should 
LI  analyze  the  impacts  of  electrical  wires  on  the  health  of  those  working  and  living  in  nearby  businesses  and  I 
^  L_homes. 

4.  Community.  We  take  issue  with  the  EIR/EIS  conclusion  that  this  project  will  not  have  a  "community 
cohesion  impact."  It  is  a  CEQA  requirement  that  any  land  use  evaluation  consider  the  potential  impact  of  a 
physical  divide  or  any  new  physical  barriers  that  divide  neighborhoods.  The  project  level  EIR/EIS  must  include 
a  more  detailed  analysis  of  the  potential  division  of  this  community.  The  City  of  Palo  Alto  should  play  an  active 
role  in  the  land  use  analysis  to  avoid  potential  conflicts  with  its  own  Comprehensive  Plan. 

There  are  additional  concerns  that  will  require  extensive  study  in  the  project  level  EIR/EIS:  aesthetics,  traffic  7 

circulation  and  private  property  impacts.  In  the  later  area  there  is  a  need  for  realistic  appraisals  of  properties  ini _ 

order  to  accurately  assess  the  costs  of  eminent  domain  actions  and  damage  to  the  value  of  homes  within  500  j' 

/ards  of  the  planned  easement.  _ ' 

We  are  supporters  of  high  speed  rail,  but  let's  do  it  right  and  make  it  a  model  for  the  world.  Let's  not  create 
something  that  is  an  object  lesson  in  how  NOT  to  build  a  high  speed  rail  system. 


4M 


Nancy  and  Ed  Fox 
294  Tennessee  Lane 
Palo  Alto  CA  94306 
Ph/FAX:  650-493-6915 
Cell:  650-269-4328 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:54  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  CA  High  Speed  Rail 


- Original  Message - 

From:  3ohn  [mailto: route66@trendy .org] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  February  17,  2009  7:50  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  CA  High  Speed  Rail 

I  think  the  plan  is  excellent  and  something  that  was  needed  in  California  and  the 
States  for  a  long  time.  We  should  have  done  this  years  ago. 

You  have  my  full  support,  so  what's  taking  so  long  and  let's  get  this  going. 

Dohn  Frank 
Mountain  View,  CA 


United 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


^ pub,ic  and  ™ 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helns  in  Mpn^6*’^61  Envlronmenta,  lmPac‘  Report/ 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deservina  attention  piPaop  ?  ^  project  impacts’  alternatives,  mitigation, 

Authority  (return  address  is  on  2m.  *°  *“  Calif°mia  Hi9h-S^d  Rail 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County<JInuary  29  - 
Name  (please  print): p  f\My 
Title  (if  applicable):  ’ 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

Address_ 

□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T-sc  nr 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Maieo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Name  (please  print):  SCiStfC?  d?  tY/Md I fit  HCkC  4  City:  jg  Id  fj [/ ft; ,  _ 

Title  (if  applicable):  • -  Phone:  6Q)/3?J+-  0  Fax: 


State 


Organization/Bu6iness  (if  applicable):_ 


Address  / CjQ  / _ CV’Pf'/IjrJc.  /rur 


sj>rrclsj?(<>  y  c  be /)  <  maAt 


B^Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  dearly. 


I] v ^ •> !!$]  j 

.  ,  ^  ^  :  M  *#09 

«  fafa  Of  /VS/?/) ,  I. 

/ .  //VC  0.  -  cl-  fr/rtf  ^ru'  /b/  7r  //U.  <$///&//)  :: 

And  0/Tt  d/zfd.  /V  /'“V  As&sA &/  Mcv/i  /te/t* 
fife  ct/d-s.  jM'f/y  C/)k/cA///> 

/  hcu/c  a/fr/faM  Am/  epiiMnMtfy.  M/te  faju 

y  /d-faf///  ‘Sn/dj  a /id  /carp  4  ///fa 

(oiffic/J  /id/tY/dji)  - 


4 ll 


/f  //  d  /fass/'b/e  fa  d//d  fad-  fa/fat  yh&ead 
"M*  fawA  47/ #  //; 


/AX 


fA  fa/  /fer/f t  /far  Me  fa> 

faih  rfdfacfaUj  /  Midt/L  Mcfa  /ofa/A/dd  SWfa/d 

Sbl/tt/e.  fiCfr..  dft/zlCH  Ad  A-  fa// //7/cd'i/  Mo  df 
/faU>  fa/faj  A/tn/ffa  Mvifa,  M/7UiJe?J)  ,  Mi  A  /A 
^ H 07^  MS,  4 Adi. 

?/t4  k  M  Ml*.  il yJ/k .4% 

to  An-mA  /0m  7/k  f/T/i  /  t&Jui  if/4e  A/f  l  Med 

(d  A/m  A/m/)-  /  cfa/i  A Afadfa  Mt  . /b  ...  ■ 

fa!  A/g/h  //!.  Ac/dJ  M  6e  4/?  MsAa/A  /  Mfafa 

AAcuAAa/  d/g  s/m/M  0qmu  ///  tfafad/e  Ab-x 

B'dqdx  f/t. 


£1 


0  y~ 
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Thank  you  for  your  partidpation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  induded  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  doses  on  March  6. 2009. 
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Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Importance: 


Amy  Friedman  [amy@jumpusa.com] 
Thursday,  Aprii  02,  2009  10:49  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


The  Caltrain  tracks  run  past  my  backyard.  I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco!  ft  [  |  $A\/o 
to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have  on  my  home  and  neighborhood:  "■* 

1 .  Safety:  My  safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  125  mph  through  a  densely 

populated  area  with  local  traffic  on  one  side  and  homes  on  the  other?  What  are  the  effects  on  my  family's  and  neighbors’  ^2Ar/j 

health  from  EMF  exposure  because  of  the  proximity  of  the  power  lines?  How  safe  will  my  family  be  during  the  ,•  , 

construction  phase,  and  what  are  you  going  to  do  to  protect  us?  How  will  you  mitigate  the  increase  air  pollution  caused 
by  the  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  __  Air  QvAfy 

2.  Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  running  at  much  higher  )  Z),,^ 

speeds?  Construction  will  take  a  long  time,  what  actions  will  be  taken  to  make  sure  the  disturbance  to  those  of  us  next  to  ,  ,  , . 

the  track  is  not  so  intolerable  that  families  will  be  up  at  night  because  of  the  noise  and  lights.  U*v£T7viT>0vi 

3.  Local  traffic  flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  schools  and  large  sectionij  #| 

of  Palo  Alto  from  emergency  services?  If  the  train  stops  in  Palo  Alto,  how  will  you  handle  the  exponential  increase  in 
traffic,  pollution  and  need  for  parking?  J 

4.  Projects  already  funded  by  taxpayer's  money:  How  will  we  be  compensated  for  the  parks  and  public  pathways  that  willl ±i | 

be  eliminated  and/or  downsized  that  as  taxpayers  we've  already  paid  for?  J 

5.  Property  Values:  We  may  lose  our  home  or  a  part  of  our  property  to  this  project-how  will  we  be  compensated  for  |  tj  ^  f nMrVt 

that?  What  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  Who  will  buy  our  home  if  wd  Y  , 
get  a  noisy  eyesore  in  our  backyard?  Will  there  be  programs  in  place  to  help  the  property  owners?  — * 


6.  Environment:  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

7.  Visual  Impact:  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure? 


#-1  fo  Mow  if U/i 


I  would  like  to  invite  you  to  come  to  my  neighborhood,  and  see  first  hand  what  the  consequences  might  be  if  the  HSR  is'  UalUi'o7' 
built  in  my  backyard  and  how  this  wonderful  community  could  be  destroyed.  I  would  also  like  you  to  consider  the  .  W 

alternative  of  ending  the  line  in  San  Jose  and  using  the  existing  Caltrain  trains  and  baby  bullets  to  transport  passengers  to  ^  ^ 

San  Francisco.  SovVk?*-/ 


Thanks  for  your  attention, 
Amy  Friedman 


Amy  Friedman 
650-906-3598  (cell) 
2115  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


±-SC  (47 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


sfuerstl  @comcast.  net 
Monday,  March  09,  2009  10:00  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


My  husband  and  I  are  long  time  residents  of  Palo  Alto,  CA  and  we  want  to  voice  our 
objections  to  the  current  proposal  for  the  "Rapid  Rail"  for  many  reasons,  all  of  which  hav 


been  noted  in  the  two  recent  meetings  that  my  husband  has  attended;  we  both  agree  that  if 
this  project  should  succeed  in  coming  throught  the  peninsula  corridor  that  it  needs  to  bje  Jfc. 
invisible  and  quiet  because  to  be  anything  else  will  be  a  detriment  to  the  community  at 
large. 


TO92/ 

*  1 


Sue  and  Peter  Fuerst 


#2 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Sheri  [sheril  1@earthlink.net] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:04  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
HSRComments_CSFurman.doc 


Please  see  the  attached  regarding  my  comments  about  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 

Charmaine  Furman 
3094  Greer  Road 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 


Project. 


in'jro 


l 
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HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  SCOPING  PROCESS  COMMENTS 


Rail  Alignment,  Profile,  Right-of-Way 


T  7 

•  Evaluate  all  options  (No  Build,  at-grade,  elevated,  trench,  cut-and-cover,  and  tunnel)  at  the  same  level  of  I  a*  -r 

detail.  •^T'-  l 

•  Reevaluate  the  Altamont  Pass  Alternative  as  it  would  pass  through  already  developed  areas  compared  to  l  -^  L* 

the  undeveloped  areas  on  the  Pacheco  Pass  Alternative.  J  /^T 

•  Evaluate  running  the  HSR  under  or  in  the  median  of  Highway  101  along  the  Peninsula^ 

•  Evaluate  all  alternatives  to  using  catenary  lines,  including  a  third  rail, 

•  Include  an  alternative  that  does  not  include  freight  service  on  the  Caltrain  corridor.^j  ^  [  tf* 

•  Determine  the  number  of  tracks  required  to  accommodate  Caltrain  and  HST  projections  and  the  resulting  -^2, 

Right-Of-Way  width  requirements  as  a  prerequisite  to  evaluation  of  all  economic  and  environmental  impacts. 

•  Evaluate  the  option  of  having  the  HSR  stop  in  San,  Jose  and  connect  to  an  electrified  Caltrain  baby  bullet*!"! 

•  Evaluate  an  underground  HSR  along  the  peninsula  and  howthat  would  impact  private  property  rights.  Ui  X  ov  vvfc, 

•  Evaluate  running  HSR  in  a  trench  and  how  that  would  impact  private  property  rights.  ka-z  K 

•  Evaluate  where  and  how  many  shoofly  tracks  would  be  needed  during  construction  to  allow  freight  train  and^l  ^  ^ 

Caltrain  to  continue  operation.  J 

•  Provide  accurate,  to-scale  3-dimensional  architectural  models  of  all  options  (No  Build,  elevated  fill,  retainingW  1 

walls,  trench,  cut-and-cover,  and  tunnel)  along  the  entire  San  Jose — San  Francisco  route,  including  all  ) \  t  n 
associated  sound  walls,  overhead  catenaries,  berms,  grade  separations,  etc,  ^ 

•  Eminent  Domain  property  acquisition  required  for  the  various  configurations  WaHMaA^  AtW'Wvq 

•  Specify  track  sharing  arrangements,  including  responsibility  for  scheduling  and  dispatching  all  trains,!  ^  Cxs  u reft  l  ^ 

including  HSR,  Caltrain,  Union  Pacific  freight,  ACE,  and  Amtrak  interfaces. 

•  Explain  how  HSR  will  share  tracks  with  Caltrain,  or  whether  it  will  require  a  dedicated  set  of  tracks  ]  »  ,  A  r  L 

(necessitating  wider  right-of-way  requirements).  J  o  ^  <cAL 

•  Include  the  number  of  tracks  and  Right-of-Way  widths  for  all  segments.  }  ^ 

•  Indicate  whether  dedicated  tracks  would  also  require  dedicated  boarding  platforms  at  all  stations  served  by)  ^ 

both  HST  and  Caltrain.  v  I  ru 

•  Evaluate  the  costs  associated  with  dedicated  tracks  for: 


■  Land  acquisition  for  wider  right  of  way  tracks  and  boarding  platforms.  j\  f— 

■  Station  costs  for  more  tracks  and  boarding  platforms  1  ^  o 

■  Wider  tunnels  and/or  trenches  \  ^ 

■  Grade  separations  to  accommodate  additional  tracks  1 

■  Additional  tree  removal  3  %\  ^olc&Cafi/ 

Evaluate  the  benefits  versus  costs  to  each  mid-peninsula  city  being  considered  for  a  HSR  stop. 


w  - r-  i 

•  Include  an  evaluation  of  why  a  mid-peninsula  HSR  stop  is  desirable.  \  4L-  X  • 

J  m.cA-  pjit/'in \ cSvAJbn  K s/2, 


1-5C  iTj 


Visual  and  Noise  Impacts 

•  Explain  why  the  current  EIR  assesses  the  impact  of  elevated  tracks  as  LOW,  whereas  in  reality  elevated  I  i 

tracks  will  have  a  HIGH/SIGNIFICANT  impact.  J  —A  j 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  Union  Pacific  freight  noise  based  on  pre-Caltrain  electrification  levels. 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  the  commensurate  increase/decrease  associated  with  a  change  in  the  ^ Jfi- 

vertical  alignment,  such  as  elevated  track  and  tunneling  or  trenching,  based  on  pre-Caltrain  electrification 

levels. 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  horn  noise  for  all  trains  -  HSR,  Caltrain  and  freight  -  as  they  approach 
and  pass  through  stations,  based  on  pre-horn  abatement  project  levels. 

•  Include  quiet  zones  and  electrification  in  the  No  Project  alternative,  and  evaluate  the  impacts  based  on 
comparison  of  the  No  Project  alternative  to  the  project  alternatives. 

Environmental  Impacts 

t  ) 

•  Evaluate  how  air  quality  would  vary  with  different  vertical  track  alignments  and  identify  ways  to  reduce  the  A  Cq 

air  pollution  impacts  to  the  community:  ^  J  ''  M. 

■  Consider  the  diesel  fumes  from  the  freight  trains  A  ^  Y  \ 

•  Consider  how  removing  trees  and  natural  vegetation  reduces  the  current  absorption  of  pollution.  )  ^  1  <3 1 

-  Analyze  the  impacts  of  electrical  wires  on  nearby  homes  and  businesses,  p*-  |  (Z  /u  p  U  a  :i 

•  Evaluate  temporary  air  quality  impacts  from  years  of  construction  dust  and  construction  equipment  A  -U  I 

emissions.  H  K  J 

•  Evaluate  permanent  air  quality  impacts  from  the  dust  raised  by  the  additional  trains,  as  well  as  the  hiqh 'W  /  . 

speed  of  the  trains.  a  J  (X  ^ 

•  Evaluate  alternative  alignments  to  preserve  the  many  heritage  trees  (including  the  1069  year  old  El  Palo  A  I 

Alto)  along  the  corridor.  Heritage  size  trees  simply  cannot  be  replaced  and  therefore  their  removal  must  b4  i  O 
avoided,  as  it  cannot  be  mitigated.  7  '  J 

•  For  a  mid-Peninsula  station,  include  illustrations  showing  the  separate  dedicated  boarding  platforms  \  '  .  J 

required  for  Caltrain  and  HST  and  how  such  platforms  increase  right-of-way  widths  needed  for  station  itself  i 

as  well  as  wider  track  approaches  before  and  after  the  station.  7 

•  Estimate  added  cost  of  both  residential  and  business  development  needed  around  a  potential  Palo  Alto  I  ^  c  L  -f- i. 

station  to  meet  requirements  for  higher  density  to  promote  ridership.  J  C6J't 

•  Evaluate  the  traffic  impacts  associated  with  a  HSR  mid-Peninsula  station,  apart  from  the  impacts  of  the  HSR)  ^  I  r 

!  /n 

•  Identify  the  number  of  trees  and  shrubs  (both  heritage  and  non  heritage)  to  be  removed  under  each\  J±  i 

scenario  and  planned  mitigation  (note  that  heritage  trees  cannot  be  replaced)  )  ^  R 

S  ft  lb 


-M 

Aq 


I 


•  Evaluate  the  traffic  impacts  associated  with  a  HSR  mid-Peninsula  station,  apart  from  the  impacts  of  the  HSR 
itself. 


Safety 

•  Evaluate  the  safety  considerations  and  potential  impacts  to  nearby  homes/schools/parks/businesses  \ 
associated  with  the  different  vertical  alignments.  Factor  in  scenarios  for  freight  train  derailment  terrorism  \ 
considerations,  and  earthquake  considerations  (particularly  if  there  is  an  elevated  vertical  alignment).  J 

•  Include  an  evaluation  of  what  safety  factors  will  be  put  in  place  to  accommodate  heavy  freight  cars  passinq 

beside  light  weight  trains  going  as  fast  as  125  mph,  and  how  residences  and  businesses  will  be  protected 
from  possible  derailment  of  cars  or  from  debris  flying  through  the  air  at  70  miles  per  hour.  . 

•  Evaluate  the  cost  of  including  crash-walls  to  protect  the  general  public  in  the  event  of  a  derailment  or  from 
debris  stirred  up  by  passing  trains. 

•  Compare  the  cost  of  various  safety  provisions.  \  5  (A JT 

•  Evaluate  the  potential  cost  of  a  derailment  in  botlr  human  and  property  terms  occurring  in  the  various  1  A 
options  (at-grade,  elevated,  tunneled,  trenched). 


4  i 

<tvJD 

■43  M 
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Traffic  Circulation 

-  Analyze  how  different  vertical  alignments  will  increase  traffic  speeds  along  safe  school  corridor  feeder  ^  ^  J _ / 

streets  in  all  peninsula  cities.  I  5 

*  o^f"n“SiecrjUnC,iOT  WKh  Pi3nned  S,anf°rd  eXPanSi°n  °f  h°Spital  a"d  Sh°Ppi"9  a"d 

*  Evaluate  the  traffic  impact  for  NO-Build  option  (stopping  in  San  Jose)  coupled  with  increases  Caltrain  \  ^ 

service,  Determine  if  grade  separation  would  still  be  be  necessary  based  on  future  traffic.  / 

*  "d,?.rship  numbere  for  both  Caltrain  and  HSR  based  on  whether  there  is  )  \f) 


l* 


a  stop  in  Redwood  City,  Palo  Alto  or  neither. 

Estimate  added  traffic  related  to  the  addition  residential  and  business  traffic  required  near  a  potential  a  i 

Expansionf  ana  ys,s  should  also  include  the  impact  of  all  known  future  projects  (such  as  Stanford  Hospital  j  ^ 

?.  duurir!?uc°nf^uc,tion  especially  as  it  relates  to  the  safe  school  corrider  feeders  and 


temporary  closures  at  Churchill,  Meadow  and  Charleston. 

All  traffic  analysis  needs  to  include  data  during  "peak”  and  “non  peak"  times. 

Economic  Impact 


-KC 

-rot) 


Evaluate  Palo  Alto's  potential  expenses  for  providing  transit-oriented  development  (TOD)  around  the 
proposed  station  through  planning  and  zoning.  ' 

Evaluate  how  changes  in  transit-oriented  development  (TOD)  might  impact  local  businesses,  residences  \  M 
name,  etc.  ' 

Evaluate  what  Palo  Alto's  expense  would  be  to  finance  public  spaces  needed  to  support  the  \  4  CfA 

pedestrian/bicycle  station  area  amenities  and  facilities.  J  o 

Evaluate  potential  cost  of  acquiring  land  from  Stanford  to  create  the  Palo  Alto  station.\^L  4  uJ^J 

Evaluate  Palo  Alto's  potential  expense  for  increased  school  buses  as  many  of  the  safe  school  corrider  A  -A  |  PS 
feeders  would  be  significantly  impacted  during  construction  and  potentially  beyond.  )  U  ^  U&)  V 

Property  Impacts  11  1  ,  ^ 

Include  recommendations  on  how  to  accurately  assess  land  values  -  particularly  with  regard  to  possible  V  ^  4) 

eminent  domain.  J 

raised  vertical* al^nmen t 6  deCreaS6S  and  subsequent  tax  base  implications  -  specifically  with  regard  to 

Study  potential  tax  base  implications  of  removal  of  homes  through  eminent  domain. 

Spedfy  what  the  compensation  will  be  for  property  acquired  through  eminent  domain  BEFORE  acquisition  isi"^  ^ 
determined  to  prevent  property  devaluation.  4 

Include  how  historic  buildings  (including  the  Palo  Alto  Train  Depot)  will  be  preserved. 

Include  an  appropriate  evaluation  of  all  historic  structures,  not  just  those  that  are  designated  sites  that  are  ^  ^  I ,  f 
on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  1  Uv.vr^v' \<c 

...  \J 
Compare  property  acquisition  through  Eminent  Domain  required  for  the  each  rail  option  (No  Project  X.4L  (  1 

elevated,  underground,  at-grade,  below-ground  (trench).  J  ’  J 


Evaluate  what  Shoo-Fly  tracks  and  “temporary”  property  acquisition  is  required  during  construction.^  ^ 


cizAAj^A-/v^ 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  K.  G.  Gandhi 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


in  l 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  b 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  \ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  *  CV6£ ]\tQa^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


S>\>6 

\t(A& 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

K.  G.  Gandhi 

321  W.  Meadow  Dr,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

T~SC  15D 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Sharlene  Gee  [slmgee@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Friday,  April  03,  2009  8:43  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  SF  to  SJ  HST 


I'm  writing  to  voice  my  support  for  the  HST  and  a  stop  in  Mountain  View. 

Sharlene  Gee 
Mtn.  View  resident 


-it i  $  SuffOirf 
_j  #  2  SU{i'0y\ 

/HiViJkfl*  U‘c*s 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Kris  Geiger  [kgeiger08@gmail.com] 
Saturday,  April  04,  2009  5:28  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  California  HS  Authority  members: 

As  long-time  residents  of  Palo  Alto.,  we  strongly  object  to  an  elevated  HSR  line  bisecting  the 
peninsula.  While  we  are  all  for  a  HSR  line,  we  feel  the  tracks  should  be  contained  in  tunnels^,  ? -Wy/ie-f 
running  below  our  communities.  This  is  not  only  for  esthetic  reasons  but  also  safety,  u 

environment,  and  noise.  We  know  this  is  expensive  but  it  is  the  only  acceptable  alternative 
in  our  view.  •  I  _  rr>  , 


Thank  you, 

Kris  and  Steven  T.  Geiger 
780  Embarcadero  Road 
Palo  Alto,  CA.  94303 


AJMStvve^ 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


richard  geiger  [rickgeig@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  11:03  PM 
HSR  Comments 

HSR  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 


Here  are  my  comments  of  this  project: 


There  is  no  conceivable  why  there  should  be  to  seperate  train  systems  running  side  by  side 
going  to  the  same  place. 

This  would  be  two  goverement  agencies  duplicating  each  other  over  the  same  route. 

Cal  Train  can  be  improved,  electrified  and  designed  to  go  faster  than  it  now  goes. 

Every  cal  train  station  would  have  side  tracks  so  the  trains  stopping  can  get  out  of  the  way 1 
of  the  thru  trains.,  /  ^ 

Selected  trains  could  stop  at  certain  stations  as  needed  and  the  following  trains  can  go  to  /  \ 

the  station  where  they  would  pull  over  and  stop. 

Trains  could  go  from  San  Dose  to  San  Francisco  without  stopping  at  all. 

It  will  be  at  least  20  years  and  probably  a  lot  longer  before  it  is  really  known  how  marryTl 
passengers  will  want  to  go  from  San  Dose  to  LA  or  from  San  Francisco  to  LA.  j  C 

It  is  inconceivable,  now,  that  10 1  s  of  millions  of  people  will  want  to  go  from  San  Francisco  I  ^ 
to  LA.  Who  are  these  people?  Have  surveys  been  taken?  v _ ) '  0 

Building  or  designing  a  system  ,now,  for  the  San  Dose  to  San  Francisco  Route  is  a  total  waste"\^ 
of  money.  ’ 


Passage  of  the  proposition  was  based  on  larg  part  that  the  tickets  would  only  cost  $50  each 
way.  Dudge  Kopp  said  on  a  radio  interview  essentially  that  the  $50  price  only  applies 
today, now,  if  the  system  was  operating  at  full  capacity.  (This  is  not  a  quote  but  implied 
)Also  he  said  the  cost  of  the  tickets  when  the  trains  are  actually  running  is 
"Unknown" ??Cannot  give  an  answer!!  Maybe  they  will  be  $150  to  $200  each  way.??  Will  the 
ticket  cost  be  subdizied  by  tax  money,  in  the  amout  of  a  billion  or  more  each  year?  No 
operating  or  maintance  money  is  included  in  this  bond  measure. 

No  information  has  been  given  out  as  to  where  the  electrical  power  to  run  these  trains  is 
coming  from  .  Will  it  be  Coal  power  from  other  states? 

Another  issue:  While  Palo  Alto  Businesses  want  a  HSR  station  in  the  downtown  area  city 
officials  or  their  appointed  reps,  have  said  there  will  never  be  a  expressway  from  downtown 
to  either  Hwy  280  or  to  Hyw  101  from  downtown.  The  station  is  wanted  only  for  the  downtown 
businesses  and  Stanford.  Downtown  is  a  nightmare  to  drive  to  or  from  now.  There  are  no 
plans  to  improve,  widen  or  any  action  to  improve  traffic  flow.  Even  Sand  Hill  Road  was  not 
and  will  not  be  allowed  to  cross  El  Camino  from  the  West  or  the  East.  The  people  in 
Downtown  North  fought  allowing  San  Hill  Rd  from  crossing  El  Camino  as  they  didn't  want  more 
traffic  in  their  neighborhood  and  the  city  officials  agreed  to  this. 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

John  Gerrity  Oohn.gerrity@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent: 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  4:19  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

Hello, 

I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  and  I  am  writing  to  complain  about  the  high  speed  rail  plans 


aware  of  recent  discussions  by  members  of  this  community  and  our  city  council  with]  d&yirffeA 

sentatives  of  the  high  speed  rail  board,  in  which  the  concept  of  an  elevated  track  . 


I  am 

representatives 
through  Palo  Alto  was  at  issue 


^cor  p  vibrio 


This  concept  of  an  elevated  track  was  not  presented  earlier  to  this  community.  The  high 
rail  web  site  depicts  at  grade  or  below  grade  tracks  for  the  high  speed  rail  through 
residential  areas.  That  is  the  basis  for  this  community  and  others  voting  for  the  high  spee<| 
rail.  It  is  fraudulent  to  depict  at  grade  or  below  grade  track  configurations  on  your  web 
site  to  get  voter  approval,  then  after  the  vote  turn  around  and  propose  an  elevated  track. 


spe^2JTo  dtM# 

-iratc^ 


f\M^W 


An  elevated  track  causes  great  harm  to  Palo  Alto  and  other  Peninsula  communities.  The 
elevated  structure  is  aesthetically  negative,  i.e.  a  massive  concrete  wall  (i.e.a  graffiti 

raT  1  w  an  ol  owatoH  ctn  ir+i  ir>o  UT  1  1  J  VCV 


magnet)  that  effectively  divides  the  community.  Environmentally,  an  elevated  structure  will--* 
cause  the  noise  of  high  speed  trains  passing  through  to  project  over  wide  areas  with  several 


negative  impact  to  surrounding  residential  areas.  Also,  if  Caltrains  stays  at  grade,  the 


sound  of  its  trains  passing  by  will  reflect  off  one  side  of  the  elevated  wall  and 
the  residential  areas.  This  elevated  track  concept  is  a  disaster  for  Palo  Alto. 


back  into 


I  voted  against  the  high  speed  rail  primarily  because  I  believe  that  the  economic  assumptions 
high  speed  rail  are  completely  unrealistic  and  therefore  fraudulent.  Furthermore, 


tr 


behind 

California  is  in  such  a  deep  hole  financially  that  it  does  not  and  will  not  have  the 
financial  resources  to  see  this  project  through  to  completion. 


c®1 


This  latest  issue  over  the  elevated  track  concept  for  Palo  Alto  reinforces  my  view 
high  speed  rail  board  has  and  is  acting  in  bad  faith  and  that  it  has  a  conflict  of  interest 
in  pressing  for  high  speed  rail  without  having  fully  informed  the  public  as  to  its 
implications. 


that  th3 


John  Gerrity 
2450  Bryant  St. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:03  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Rail  (San  Francisco-San  Jose) 


From:  Beverly  Glass  Klinestiver  [mailto:beverly@bgklegal.com] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  January  28,  2009  12:45  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  (San  Francisco-San  Jose) 


The  proposed  high  speed  rail  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose  will  have  a  highly  negative  effect  on  the  Southgate 
neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto.  The  increased  number  of  trains,  the  additional  noise  of  125  mph  trains  (which  will  be  closer 
to  the  homes  in  Southgate)  and  the  unsightliness  of  "grade  separated"  tracks  will  all  have  a  negative  impact  both  on  the) 
living  environment  and  the  property  values  that  we  currently  enjoy.  Additionally,  there  is  a  potential  danger  of  a  high 
speed  derailment  -  if  the  train  breaks  down  (e.g.  a  wheel  breaks)  or  hits  something/somebody  going  at  high  speed 
through  a  residential  neighborhood,  it  could  cause  property  damage  and  loss  of  life. 


i 


sS&* 


There  is  a  "No  Action  Alternative"  in  the  Notice  of  Preparation  and  I  strongly  urge  you  to  consider  that  option. 


#2 

(Jo  Gp 


Beverly  Glass  Klinestiver 
Attorney  at  Law 
400  Miramonte  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
650-323-6855  VOICE 
650-323-1321  FAX 
beverlv@bqkleqal.com 


CONFIDENTIALITY  STATEMENT 

The  information,  facts  and  statements  made  in  this  electronic  mail  and  any  attachments  thereto  are  intended  for  the 
named  recipient(s)  only.  It  may  contain  attorney-client  privileged  and/or  confidential  or  proprietary  communications  and 
information.  If  you  are  not  a  designated  recipient  you  may  not  review,  use,  copy  or  distribute  this  message  or  any 
attachment.  If  you  have  received  this  e-mail  in  error,  please  notify  the  sender  immediately  by  replying  to  this  e-mail  or  by 
calling  650-323-6855.  Thank  you. 

IRS  Circular  230  Disclosure:  To  ensure  compliance  with  requirements  imposed  by  the  IRS,  any  U.S.  federal  tax  advice 
contained  in  this  communication  (including  any  attachments)  is  not  intended  or  written  to  be  used,  and  cannot  be  used,  for 
the  purpose  of  (i)  avoiding  penalties  under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  or  (ii)  promoting,  marketing,  or  recommending  to 
another  party  any  transaction  or  matter  addressed  herein. 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Michael  Goetz 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ^ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  V 1  n  , 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  \  pVO^  * 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

a,e< 

Y  CyWXl  .y 


How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Michael  Goetz 

3701  Lindero  Dr,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

T~sc 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Mollie  Goetz  [molliegoetz@comcast.net3 
Saturday,  April  04,  2009  11:49  PM 
HSR  Comments 

Mollie  Goetz;  ggoetzdes@aol.com 
"San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


I  have  lived  in  Palo  Alto  since  1951.  My  husband  and  I  bought  our  home  using  a  GI  loan 
based  on  his  service  during  the  Second  World  War.  We  joined  the  myriad  other  young  couplejs 
who  chose  Palo  Alto  because  of  the  reputation  of  the  schools,  and  because  modestly  priced  pew 
homes  were  being  built.  It  happens  that  our  house  and  property  are  located  immediately 
adjacent  to  Alma  Expressway,  and  thus  also  close  to  the  existing  Cal  -Train  tracks  for 
passenger  and  freight  cars. 


I  recognize  that  high  speed  rail  is  a  good  thing.  The  most  recent  issue  of  ONEARTH, 
published  by  the  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council,  couldn't  have  been  more  timely. 


*  I  strongly  oppose  the  elevation  of  the  high  speed  trains  on  a  wall  if  it  would  separate 
children  on  one  side  of  the  wall  from  children 

and  families  on  the  other  side.  It  would  certainly  be  a  graffiti 
magnet,  in  addition. 


Ute f 
it  1 
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*  I  recognize  that  tunneling  is  very  expensive.  We  are  talking  an  investment  for  a  long 
period  of  time  however.  The  greater  economic  good  realized  in  San  Dose  and  San  Francisco  j  A.  'l 
must  surely  be  equal  to  the  projected  cost  of  tunneling,  over  the  life  of  the  high  speed  rail 
line.  J, 


>1 


Thank  you  for  your  thoughtful  consideration  of  all  of  the  issues  involved.  1 


1 
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MICHAEL  GOLDEEN 
2350  Tasso  Street,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301-4139 
Phone  650-391-7247  •  e-mail  <michael@goldeen.com> 


20th  February  2009 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

To  person  concerned, 

I  did  not  have  your  address  when  I  sent  the  enclosed  letter  to  the  Governor.  It  addresses  my  concerns  that 
probably  with  the  best  of  all  intentions  you  have  headed  down  the  wrong  path  with 
as  concerns  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula. 

I  thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  the  criticism  I  have  to  offer. 


Yours  truly, 


X>5C  1T5 


MICHAEL  GOLDEEN 
2350  Tasso  Street,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301-4139 
Phone  650-329-1017  •  e-mail  <michael@goldeen  .com> 


2nd  February  2009 

Governor  Arnold  Schwarzenegger 
State  Capitol  Building 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

RE:  High  Speed  Rail 

Dear  Governor  Schwarzenegger, 

It  is  a  popular  delusion  that  the  government  wastes  vast  amounts  of  money  through  inefficiency  and  sloth. 

Enormous  effort  and  elaborate  planning  are  required  to  waste  this  much  money.  " 

P.J.  (Patrick  Jake)  O’Rourke.  Parliament  of  Whores  (1991).  ^ 

I  am  concerned  that  the  $10  billion  voted  to  fund  high  speed  rail  in  California  will  be  totally  frittered  away^j  » 

and  wasted  without  a  radical  review  of  the  authority’s  plans.  I  write  to  you  because  I  have  no  hope  for  1 

sympathy  or  understanding  from  either  of  my  elected  legislators  -  Jos.  Simitian  and  Ira  Ruskin.  They’re  both 

just  guys  who  cain’t  say  ‘no’.  \  ^ 

I  woik  from  the  July  2007,  Bay  Area/California  High-Speed  Rail  Ridership  and  Revenue  Forecasting  StudyJ-^Y  j 

draft  final  report,  which  I  got  off  the  web  site  <www.camsys.com>.  I  have  three  primary,  not  entirely  [  (Va 
unrelated  concerns.  _ _ J  i7£U\j 

TECHNOLOGY  —  The  wheel/track  interface  and  track  gauge  planned  for  these  trains  concern  me.  1  have 
seen  no  evidence  of  any  investigation  into  this  aspect  of  train  technology.  I  am  left  with  the  impression  that 
the  use  of  existing  right-of-way  (because  it’s  cheaper(?)  or  easier(?))  implies  forcing  standard  gauge  and  & 

track/wheel  interface  to  function  with  high-speed  trains.  S  &  ^  K  ^  ^ 

I  am  aware  that  the  utmost  is  being  done  by  way  of  streamlining  for  aerodynamic  efficiency,  but  what  steps  —  $ 

are  taken  to  reduce  buffeting  and  turbulence  in  the  train’s  path.  Early  French  TGV  trains  reportedly  stirredLpO^e^^ 
up  rocks  and  trash  up  to  8  meters  away  from  the  train.  _J 

BENEFIT -- Priorities  may  be  back-to-front.  The  present  layout  seems  to  emphasize  long  trip  intrastate  ' — ’  /r^‘  ' 

travel  at  the  expense  of  commuters.  Commuters  make  up  the  largest  potential  in  passenger  miles.  Not  only 


that,  they  are  at  present  poorly  served  by  roads.  Long  trip  intercity  passengers  on  the  other  hand  mostly  com< :  _ .  rf  5  l 
from  existing  air  travel.  1  rain  travel  for  them  only  possibly  reduces  their  carbon  footprint.  It  does  little  to  ^  f 


existing 

relieve  the  pain  of  local  road  congestion. 

RAIL  ROUTING  —  In  the  interests  of  cutting  capital  investment,  the  plan  squeezes  all  train  travel  into 
crowded  corridors.  This  intensifies  the  system’s  adverse  side  effects  of  noise  and  disturbance  along  the  line, 
and  congestion  at  stations.  Where  for  instance  are  intrastate  travelers,  lured  away  from  airlines,  going  to  park, 
their  vehicles? 

On  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  in  particular,  how  much  added  traffic  will  be  concentrated  at  the  proposed 
express  stops?  High  speed  rail  alone  is  scheduled  to  run  97  trains  per  day  over  these  tracks.  49  into  San 
Francisco,  and  48  out.  During  the  middle  of  the  day,  time  between  trains  passing  through  the  corridor  can 
be  as  little  as  7  minutes.  Add  to  this  the  flow  of  remaining  commute  trains.  Traffic  is  going  to  be  like  the 
New  York  subways.  I  suspect  the  present  plan  is  a  political  alignment.  It  hopes  to  piggyback  on  HSR  funds 
to  buttress  local  commute  service.  Only  that  is  lost  if  you  don’t  run  arterial  through  trains  into  the  dead-end 
which  is  San  Francisco. 

V. 
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Governor  Arnold  Schwarzenegger  --  2nd  February  2009 


-2- 


A  suggestion  has  been  mooted  to  use  trenching  or  tunneling  to  provide  extra  rail  and  reduce  noise  and  . 

disturbance  on  the  line.  It  does  nothing  to  solve  the  congestion  problem  at  stations,  but  it  does  much  to  / 

dissolve  the  money  supply.  For  The  Peninsula  I  can  think  of  two  other  solutions,  neither  of  which  is  nearly^  ^ 
expensive. 

Build  a  new  light  rail  line  or  bus-way  running  out  of  San  Francisco  on  San  Jose  Avenue,  and  down  El 

Camino  Real  to  serve  short  hop  commuters.  Put  it  at  street  level  with  dedicated  right-of-way  and  traffic  ^  /V 

signal  preference.  Make  the  CalTrain  right-of-way  express  only  with  no  train  making  more  than  three  stops  J  ,  I 

between  SF  and  SJ,  but  with  stops  overlapped  to  allow  service  to  more  than  three  stations  enroute.  Build  -4c 


people  movers  where  express  stations  are  close  (and  in  some  cases  they  are  very  close)  to  El  Camino  Real. 


My  favorite  solution  is  to  keep  high  speed  rail  off  the  peninsula.  Build  a  second  commute  rail  line 
terminating  at  BART  in  Daly  City  and  at  HSR  in  San  Jose  or  Santa  Clara.  Align  it  with  highway  280.  Split 
service  appropriately  between  it  and  the  present  CalTrain  line.  Improve  the  CalTrain  corridor  to  permit  train 
speeds  up  to  160  k/h.  Locals  may  not  like  this  idea,  but  in  my  mind,  it  has  a  lot  going  for  it.  There  already 
are  destinations  for  this  new  service.  (Canada  College,  Foothill  College,  deAnza  College,  Stanford  Industrial 
Park,  Stanford  Linear  Accelerator)  L 


Residents  in  the  Central  Valley  need  commute  service  over  both  Altamont  and  Pacheco  passes.  That  was  why~7ie2  A 


the  HSR  route  was  such  a  big  fight.  A  less  ambitious,  less  costly  project  serving  both  routes  would  do  much 
more  good  than  one  glamor  high  speed  rail  route,  constructed  using  antiquated  track  technology.  _ _ j 


.nv/iv.  man  giamui  ujgu  apccu  Ian  route,  constructed  using  antiquated  tracK  tecnnoiogy.  _ _ j 

I  don’t  know  about  your  neck  of  the  woods.  Possibly  you  have  similar  problems  with  high  speed  rail  dowiTj^^ 


n 


Personally  I  would  like  to  see  the  main  high  speed  route  run  up  the  Coast,  cutting  off  the  heel  between  Santa 
Barbara  and  San  Luis  Obispo.  It’s  a  much  more  scenic  route  than  the  Central  Valley.  It  has  a  much 
pleasanter  climate  for  residential  development.  It  serves  some  of  the  State’s  most  historic  and  prosperous 
areas:  Santa  Barbara,  Ojai,  San  Luis  Obispo,  Paso  Robles,  Carmel/Monterey,  Salinas.  It  would  not  run  up 
the  San  Francisco  Peninsula,  but  would  serve  Sacramento  via  San  Jose  and  Oakland.  Folks  headed  for  San 
Francisco  would  transfer  to  BART  at  Oakland,  like  they  used  to  do  to  ferries  in  the  good  old  days  before  the 
Bay  Bridge  was  built. 


Marysville/Yuba  City,  Chico,  Sacramento,  and  the  east  side  of  the  Valley  could  be  served  by  fast  commute  . 
trains,  with  one  line  running  over  Tejon  Pass  as  a  sop  to  Los  Angeles.  „ _ | 


Mjrvwv it 
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Concentrating  on  an  EIR,  as  the  Authority  is  now  doing,  when  there  are  issues  like  this  on  the  table  reminds 
me  of  rearranging  the  deck  chairs  on  the  Titanic  after  it  hit  the  berg.  Concentrate  instead  on  carefully 
reviewing  the  appropriateness  and  functionality  of  the  system  proposed  as  a  result  of  enormous  effort  and 
planning. 


L\\ 


That’s  it  for  now.  Thanks  for  your  interest  and  concern. 
Yours  truly. 


cc:  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 


rvris  uvinqsion 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  hsgolden@aol.com  [mailto:hsgolden@aol.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:52  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
To:  Dan  Leavitt 

1  received  an  alert  that  there  will  be  a  very  important  meeting  taking  place  today  to  decide  the  Palo  Alto  route  o 
the  HST.  Why  hasn't  there  been  more  public  notice  for  this  and  previous  meetings?  Why  have  I  only  just 
heard  about  it?  I  am  not  at  all  comfortable  with  what  seems  to  be  a  tactic  to  keep  public  commentary  and  input 
to  a  minimum.  I  suspect  that  such  tactics  will  arouse  a  community  protest  that  would  ultimately  affect  the 
timetable  for  this  project.  Please  understand  that  I  am  not  one  who  is  opposed  to  the  project  and  actually  think 
that  it  is  an  important  one  which  is  long  overdue.  1 — 

However,  I  strongly  protest  the  route  that  has  been  promoted  and  presumably  already  chosen  and  I  will  1 
publically  and  actively  oppose  that  route.  I  have  lived  in  Palo  Alto  for  45  years  and  1  have  lived  close  to  the  ' 
tracks  as  well  as  far  from  the  tracks  so  1  do  know  how  lives  are  affected.  I  personally  know  two  people  who 
were  killed  by  passing  trains.  My  movements  around  this  town  are  affected  on  a  daily  basis.  I  KNOW  only  too 
well  how  the  tracks  affect  the  daily  commute,  commerce,  family  and  recreational  life  around  here.  w 

1  cannot  contemplate  with  any  tranquility  the  thought  of  running  yet  more  and  faster  trains  along  that  route. 
Considering  that  a  lot  of  work  needs  to  be  done  to  build  the  new  system  1  don't  belive  that  much  revenue  could 
even  be  saved  by  using  that  same  route.  That  money  can  be  better  spent  by  choosing  a  different  route.  There  are 

other  possible  routes  from  which  to  choose  and  I  request  that  there  be  a  full  and  public  disclosure  which _ 

compare  the  potential  routes. 

Life  along  that  corridor  will  be  adversely  affected;  indeed  the  negatives  if  that  route  is  used  for  the  HST  would 
expand  out  to  aflect  most  of  this  community.  It  is  NOT  a  plus.  An  alerted  community  will  know  that  it  is  not  a 
plus  and  will  resist  the  plans. 

Yours, 

Helen  Golden 
460  El  Capitan  Place 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
650  494-3461 


$  l 
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As  a  community,  we  need  to  make  our  voice  known.  Whether  you  support  the  train  initiative  or  not,  there  are 
other  options  for  the  train  route.  It  does  not  need  to  go  through  our  densely  populated  residential  neighborhoods, 
imagine  how  this  will  negatively  impact  the  traffic,  noise  and  visual  aesthetics  of  our  city.  Not  to  mention  the 
safety  issues  -  Palo  Alto  High  School  is  adjacent  to  these  tracks.  All  of  these  will  negatively  impact  our  property 


I r  20  1ST? 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  [P* 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  !  ****  "  '  '  1 


Name  (please  print):  L\jtf 


Title  (if  applicable): 


City:  Al'Pn 


State: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ _  _  E-mail:  vX  flL  ttn  Q 

Address  1  4?  3  A\  C-f  . Pa£o  "A-[  ^  C /A _ 7  V  'I’.O  C  ^ 


Phone:  L  ST)  ^  J  ^  -  d  3-  3  )  Fax:_ 


Ves,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Elaine  Goldman  [elaine@elainesofpaloalto.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  2:33  PM 
HSR  Comments 

San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  HS  rail 


Q&w  iwU 


Dear  High  Speed  Rail  Staff: 

I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have  on 

.  Safety:  My  safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  1 25mph  in  very  closk^n^ 
proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family  s  safety? 


Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  running  Sat 
much  higher  speeds?  J  .  ■ ■ 

.  Local  traffic  Flows  /  Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  school 
and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^ 

.  Property  values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes.  What  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluSfftr i  an<^^^  • 

subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  \ 

—  : 'Mo 


.  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  l  W(Ao 

.  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  polliJtion 
caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  1  ^  1  ^ 


Elaine  Goldman 
3332  Middiefield  Rd. 
Palo  Alto,  Ca  94306 


noK  comments 

Kn?UvT„9t£n21' 20093:16  ™ 

FW:  HSR 


. . ™ . ^ — 

•o.  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  HSR 

b~n  c-ten*-  ^  A¥Bmj^^ 

beau,;,  chaSS^X' ^ 1  ,ive  here  because ,  ,ove  Palo  Mo,  ,  love  it  for  its 
What  is  being  proposed  for  the  hsr  thr«,  u  o  J 


=MlWvD 


didn't  vote  for  the  HSA 
people  who  did  vote  for  it 


rf}<^ 

t\V) 


-wrasse— 

Cheryl  Goodwin 
395  Leland  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Ito 

^  UCoacUiS 


A  Good  Credit  Score  is  700  or  Above.  See 


^isjnjust  2  easy  stppci 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:14  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST. 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Ruth  Gordon  [mailto:rgalfonso@earthlink.net] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  4:07  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose  HST. 


Dear  sirs. 


'  fpctm 


yVUS.ll'l' 


We  feel  we  were  grossly  mislead  by  the  HSR  Authority  and  did  not  have  information  on  the 
routing  which  now  we  find  will  be  a  tremendous  negative  impact  on  the  whole  Peninsula  for 
which  it  is  impossible  to  mitigate  especially  the  character  of  the  neighborhoods  all  aloni 
the  route' 

The  environmental  impact  would  be  overwhelming  to  all  our  communities  on  the  PeninsulaJ^''^^'^7 
Please  abandon  the  Pacheco  Pass  routing  option  and  do  not  bring  the  high-speed  rail  to  theL 
Peninsula.  — J 


Thank  you, 

Ruth  Gordon  16  Roosevelt  Cir  Palo  Alto 
Mary  D.  Gordon  16  Roosevelt  Cir  Palo  Alto 
John  D.  Hancock  16  Roosevelt  Circle  Palo  Alto 


1 


T-sc  its 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Mary  Gordon  &  John  Hancock 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains " 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  A 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air-^f  | 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Mary  Gpxdun  &  John 

Hancock 

16  Roosevelt  Cir,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

1-5C  IfcM 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Ruth  Gordon 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  ru>\se 


Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ^ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  v  , 

qj  HO  .  i 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ 1  (c<dt'urCC£> 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  / 


Name 

Address 

- - - 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Ruth  Gordon 

16  Roosevelt  Cir,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

I- sc  It'S" 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Alex  Gorelik  [Alex@exeros.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  9:04  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 


Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  surrounding  communities  play  a  critical  role  in  generating  ideas,  capital  and  thought  leaderships 
in  Silicon  Valley.  These  are  unique  communities  that  many  countries  and  regions  attempted  to  replicate,  but  have  not  j  £-\ \  [ 

succeeded.  Just  like  any  successful  and  sustainable  ecological  system  should  be  cherished  because  it  is  difficult  or  even  1 

impossible  to  replicate  it  elsewhere  on  earth,  Silicon  Valley  is  unique,  successful  and  should  be  treasured  and  preserved — ) 
Running  above  ground  high  speed  trains  through  key  Silicon  Valley  communities  would  destroy  the  look  and  feel  of  these'Tji  y 
communities  and  may  affect  the  delicate  balance  of  extreme  creativity  and  down  to  earth  quality  of  life  that  attracts  the 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


best  and  the  brightest  from  around  the  country  and  the  world  and  allows  them  to  combine  aggressive,  world-leading 
innovation  with  healthy  and  satisfying  family  and  community  life.  Please,  please  do  not  allow  these  unique  communities  to4  a,  i 
be  destroyed.  Either  an  underground  tunnel  or  the  east  bay  route  would  provide  the  21st  century  transportation  we  all  want  , 

without  damaging  the  technological  and  economic  engine  of  Silicon  Valley  and  California.  1 

Sincerely,  *  1.  4»»M»Cly 

Alex  Gorelik  63u6&.[fTy 

Founder  and  CTO 

Exeros,  Inc.  a  2953  Bunker  Hill  Lane  a  Suite  101  n  Santa  Clara  CA  95054 
(0)  408-919-0191  x1020  «  lm)5IO 205M$5$ 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


pm  gorm  [pgormlet@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  8:37  PM 
HSR  Comments 
pgormlet@yahoo.com 
San  Jose  to  Merced  HST 
HST_EIR-EIS_public_comment.doc 


Please  see  the  attached  Word  file  for  this  citizen's  comments. 
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Patricia.  Gormley  *  384  Hull  Avenue  *  San  Jose,  C A  95125 


Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Director  Leavitt: 


Mr.  Dave  Mansen  and  his  assistant  made  a  presentation  of  the  High-Speed  Train  (HST)  San  Jose  to 
Merced  Program  segment  to  our  neighborhood  group  on  Tuesday,  March  24th,  2009.  The  discussion  was 
somewhat  informative,  but  lacking  in  the  details  of  most  concern  to  our  community.  There  was  no  noise"” 
data  from  comparable  urban  areas  in  Europe  and  Japan  where  similar  trains  have  run  for  40  years.  That  o 
was  a  red  flag  for  the  group.  One  of  the  presenter’s  statement  (and  multiple  restatements)  that  Federal  ^ 
Railroad  Guidelines  will  be  used  to  determine  noise  levels  raised  more  red  flags:  1)  the  presenter  was  not 
listening  to  the  group’s  lack  of  credibility  in  the  methodology,  and  2)  Federal  and  California  noise 

guidelines  measure  what  the  technocrat  wants  -  not  the  cumulative  ambient  noise  that  residents - - 

experience.  W e  view  EIR/EIS  data  derived  from  these  government  and  industry  noise  measurement  1  t 
guidelines  as  a  force-fit  to  some  pre-destined  value.  Simply  stated:  the  presentation  deteriorated  into  V 
incredulity.  The  group  was  not  satisfied  and  was  not  in  agreement  with  the  HST  presenters.  The  North — ^ 
Willow  Glen/Gardner  Neighborhood  is  primarily  a  low  income,  Flispanic  community  with  young  families, 
singles,  and  seniors.  The  HST  Program  Team  did  not  adequately  solicit  input  from  the  community 
regarding  how  the  HST  proposal  would  impact  their  quality  of  life.  An  EIR/EIS  is  being  created  in  a  . 

vacuum  without  realistic  public  input.  There  are  other  issues  and  concerns  associated  with  the  HST 
Program.  They  are  summarized  below  for  inclusion  and  consideration  in  the  San  Jose  to  Merced  Section  \ 
High-Speed  Train  Project  Level  EIR/EIS.  /  j 


( 
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1 1 


1)  Noise  &  Pollution  and  Vibrations:  The  HST  Program  is  yet  another  source  of  noise  in  a  fragile  ’  " 
community  impacted  by  train,  airport  and  highway  noise.  The  mathematical  noise  models  tell  the 
transportation  program  managers  and  politicians  exactly  what  the  project-of-the-hour  demands: 
implementation  will  not  raise  the  noise  significantly  above  the  ambient  noise  level.  When  the  ambient 
noise  measurement  methodology  is  rigged  in  favor  of  the  measurement  taker,  it’s  hard  to  get  a  show¬ 
stopping  result!  The  guidelines  for  ambient  noise  measurement  ARE  WRONG!  If  you  start  down  that  path 
of  invoking  some  Federal  Railroad  model  for  noise  measurement,  the  process  won’t  be  trusted  or  believed. 
We  have  heard  it  all  before.  We  are  a  richly  diverse  community  of  small  bungalows.  We  are  human 
beings  with  a  right  to  live  in  tranquility.  This  program  is  a  tipping  point  for  our  community.  If  you  choose 
to  move  forward  with  the  Joint  Power  Board  right  of  way  path,  we  will  need  the  aggressive  noise 
mitigation  engineering  along  the  North  Willow  Glen/Gardner  corridor.  Think  of  us  as  Atherton,  CA,  and 
design  accordingly.  What  you  do  to  mitigate  both,  noise  and  construction  pollution  in  Atherton  should  be 
the  MINIMUM  you  do  for  the  North  Willow  Glen/Gardner  corridor. 


-=fc\ 
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•  Steel  wheels  on  steel  tracks  are  noisy.  The  air  displacement  of  a  high-speed  train  is  noisy.  Multiply 
the  noise  of  one  HST  by  the  projected  1 8  per  hour  and  we  have  cumulative  NOISE! ! ! ! ! 

•  Further,  we  need  to  be  at  the  table  to  set  limits  on  the  construction  hours  and  use  of  heavy 
equipment  (pile  drivers  and  earth-moving  equipment.) 

•  HST  operation  hours  are  unacceptable.  Six  hours  of  quiet  time  is  too  short  (Midnight  to  6AM.) 

•  The  projected  frequency  of  trains  per  hour  is  too  high. 


±  I 


April  3,  2009 

CERTIFIED  MAIL  7004  1350  0004  99564216 


Patricia.  Gormley  *  384  Hull  Avenue  *  San  Jose,  CA  95125 


The  neighborhood  is  built  on  a  flood  plain.  The  soil  is  susceptible  to  slippage.  Chronic  vibrations 
from  the  existing  trains  shake  foundations.  Intense,  point  vibrations  from  months  of  pile  driving 
will  crack  already  weakened  foundations. 


jU  . 


2)  EMF/EMI:  Electricity  will  power  the  HST.  There  are  health  concerns  due  to  chronic,  human  exposure 
to  EMF/EMI  of  increased  incidence  of  cancers,  especially  childhood  leukemias.  The  North  Willow  Glen/ 
Gardner  corridor  has  a  high  population  density  including  many  families  with  young  children.  In  addition 
to  health  concerns,  we  are  concerned  about  interference  with  television,  radio,  and  telephone  reception.  __ 


4*) 


3)  Safety:  The  HST  will  operate  in  close  proximity  to  the  CalTrain  and  Southern  Pacific  tracks.  We  have 
concerns  about  train  accidents  and  such  impact  on  adjacent  trains,  properties  and  residents.  Further,  in 
addition  to  the  Hayward  and  Calaveras  faults  that  are  close  to  this  corridor,  there  is  an  earthquake  fault 
that  runs  directly  under  the  Joint  Powers  Board  right  of  way.  What  are  the  design  features  to  minimize  the 
impact  of  a  likely,  major  earthquake  to  the  PIST  /CalTrain  corridor? 


4)  Loss  of  Quality  of  Life  (Community):  North  Willow  Glen/Gardner  is  subjected  to  noise  and  pollution 
from  three  major  transportation  sources:  the  airport,  the  trains,  and  the  highways.  In  Germany,  noise  is 
tightly  controlled  due  to  the  negative  physiological  effects  on  human  populations.  The  HST  could  be  yet 
one  more  intrusion  on  the  little  tranquility  left  to  residents  (another  tipping  point  opportunity  -  blight, 
crime,  flight,  etc)  or  it  could  be  a  model  for  the  state  and  country.  This  neighborhood  has  invested  $10M 
over  the  past  nine  years  to  transform  it  from  a  blighted,  crime-ridden  area  to  a  family-friendly,  multi- 
generational,  environmentally  attuned  place  to  live.  V _ J 


i 


5)  Home  Value  Impact:  Most  homes  in  North  Willow  Glen  are  single-family  bungalows  where  residents 
know  and  visit  their  neighbors.  They  also  heavily  utilized  the  parks,  especially  Fuller  Park  which  will  be 
destroyed  if  the  HST  Program  proceeds  as  planned.  If  residents  move  in  anticipation  of  a  hostile  HST 
implementation,  property  values  will  plummet.  It’s  Robert  Moses  all  over  again.  Have  we  learned 
nothing??? 


6)  Downstream  Project  Add-ons:  There  are  trust  and  credibility  issues.  Concessions  and  agreements 
may  be  made  to  obtain  initial  approval  of  this  project.  Once  a  segment  is  approved  and/or  underway  in 
construction/operation,  I  am  concerned  that  changes  may  take  place  without  public  notice  or  input. 
Deleterious  feature  creep  has  happened  before. 


I  have  grave  concerns  about  the  design  and  implementation  of  the  High-Speed  Train  from  San  Jose  to 
Merced  project.  There  are  familiar  signs  of  governmem-agency-business-as-usual  behavior  with  this 
program.  There  seems  to  be  tremendous  pressure  on  design-to-the-cheapest  solution  regardless  of  its 
impact  on  our  low-income,  Hispanic  (and  historic)  community.  There  are  other  solutions  such  as  the  1-280 
/Hwy  87  corridor.  It  would  be  a  breath  of  fresh  air  for  all  those  smart  transportation  engineers  and 
program  managers  to  creatively  address  the  public’s  concerns  and  build  a  HST  system  that  is  both 
functional  and  in  harmony  with  its  environment. 


-fN) 
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Sincerely, 


Patricia  Gormley 


April  3,  2009 

CERTIFIED  MAIL  7004  1350  0004  9956  4216 


Patricia.  Gormley  *  384  Hull  Avenue  *  San  Jose,  CA  95125 
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Bellarmine  College  Preparatoiy 
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March  26,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


Bellarmine  College  Preparatory  is  a  Catholic  Jesuit  high  school  for  boys  located  at  960  West 
Hedding  Street,  San  Jose.  The  school  was  established  in  1851  and  is  the  oldest  continuously 
operating  high  school  in  California.  From  1851  to  1925  the  school  was  co-located  with  Santa 
Clara  University.  In  1925  the  school  moved  to  its  current  location  at  the  corner  of  West  Hedding 
and  Elm  Streets.  The  seventeen  acres  were  purchased  from  the  University  of  the  Pacific  which 
had  been  at  the  site  since  the  early  1860’s.  Over  the  last  84  years  the  school  has  invested 
multiple  millions  of  dollars  in  the  property  and  now  has  17  buildings  for  a  total  of  250,000  square 
feet  along  with  parking  and  athletic  facilities  occupying  25  acres.  Currently  we  are  constructing 
a  theater  and  fine  arts  building  that  will  create  an  additional  50,000  square  feet  for  our  students 
at  a  cost  of  $30  million. 


;BWb£tU0D 


The  reason  that  we  are  writing  is  that  school  property  borders  approximately  900  feet  of  the 
Caltrain  right  of  way  and,  as  a  result,  will  feel  a  direct  impact  of  the  nigh  speed  railway.  The 
several  questions  that  we  would  like  you  to  address  are: 


iL 
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1.  In  the  area  where  the  school  is  located  will  the  Railway  be  constructed  above,  below  or 
at  grade? 

a.  In  any  of  the  options,  will  it  be  necessary  for  the  Railway  to  expand  the  existing 
Caltrain  right  of  way  and,  if  so,  will  it  require  the  acquisition  of  school  property? 

b.  How  much  property  do  you  anticipate  acquiring? 


2. 

b 


2.  What  will  be  the  noise  levels  of  the  trains  passing  near  the  school?  What  noise 

mitigation  measures  will  be  taken?  What  impact  will  the  noise  have  on  our  athletic  and 
educational  activities? 


k»\ce- 


3.  What  will  be  the  vibration  levels?  What  impact  will  these  vibrations  have  on  buildings, 
especially  those  that  were  built  prior  to  1990?  What  impact  will  the  vibrations  have  on 
our  athletic  and  educational  activities? 


960  West  Hedding  Street,  San  Jose,  California  95125  www.bcp.org  ph  408.294.9224  fx  408.297.2072 
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4.  If  the  Railway  is  elevated  what  will  be  the  shading  impact? 


5.  What  safety  measures  will  be  implemented  to  prevent  humans  and  animals  from  i  «rt77'< 


crossing  the  tracks?  1  ,  ^ 

Thank  you  for  considering  these  questions  and  we  look  forward  to  your  response.  U 

Sincerely,  _ J 


Thomas  L.  Gorndt 
Secretary/Treasurer 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Info  @  HSR 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:59  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  FW:  CHSR  Contact 


From:  info@hsr.ca.gov  [mailto:info@hsr.ca.gov] 
Sent:  Sat  4/4/2009  9:40  PM 
To:  Info  @  HSR 
Subject:  CHSR  Contact 

CHSR  Contact. 


& 
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Contact  Name:  Samuel  Gotgelf 
Company: 

Phone:  650-224-2261 
Email:  sgotgelf@sbcglobal.net 
Website: 

Comment: 

To  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director,  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority,  925  L  Street  Suite  1425, 

Sacramento,  CA95814  Dear  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  I  live  in  Mountain  View,  not  so  far  from  proposed  location  of 
High  Speed  railway  line.  Though  understanding  that  this  project  will  have  a  positive  effect  on  California 
economy,  I  am  very  concerned  about  future  effect  of  it  to  surrounding  neighborhoods.  This  HSR  line  will  go  . 
through  highly  populated  areas,  and  residents  should  be  engaged  in  solution  making  process.  1 .  Elevated  traclra 
means  that  noise  will  carry  further  than  it  does  today.  Numerous  studies  of  high  speed  rail  in  Europe  and  Japan 
show  that  train  noise  is  a  significant  problem  for  people  close  to  the  tracks,  even  though  the  new  trains  will  be 
quieter  than  old-fashioned  ones.  HSRA  has  not  provided  actual  data  about  noise.  In  addition,  the  service  will  be 
much  more  frequent.  2.  The  proposed  four  track  system  will  widen  to  six  tracks  at  stations.  It  is  unclear  whether^ 
the  current  right  of  way  is  wide  enough  for  a  four  track  system.  HSRA  can  exercise  eminent  domain  to  take 
property  to  expand  the  corridor,  but  we  have  no  information  about  how  it  will  value  homes  that  are  taken  or 
how  it  will  compensate  home  owners  whose  homes  become  all  but  inhabitable  as  a  result  of  construction.  3.  — 
Construction  chaos:  The  proposed  system  is  intended  to  be  shovel  ready  by  2012  beginning  along  the  Caltrain 
tracks.  The  massive  construction  is  likely  to  be  highly  disruptive  -  the  intent  is  to  keep  Caltrain  running  during 
construction,  which  means  extra  temporary  tracks  -  and  will  take  many  years  to  complete.  Cities  along  the 

corridor  will  suffer  from  dust,  noise  and  traffic  disruption  for  years  to  come.  4.  Is  HSRA  open  to  consider  , _ 

alternatives?  Alternatives:  Trenches  or  Tunnels  Citizen  groups  have  proposed  two  alternatives  to  the  raised  ~ 
tracks:  Trenching  and  Tunneling.  Trenching  means  lowering  the  tracks  into  a  french  below  grade,  and  flanking 
it  with  sound  walls.  Doing  so  means  traffic  can  pass  over  the  tracks  on  flyovers,  and  noise  is  more  contained. 
Tunneling  can  be  accomplished  with  minimal  impacts  from  construction  above  ground,  and  our  neighborhoods 
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would  be  enhanced,  rather  than  destroyed.  In  the  Netherlands,  trenching  is  not  uncommon  and  quite  effecti  ve7}S'2^e«[W-$ 

The  construction  costs  are  greater,  but  the  collateral  costs  of  an  elevated  structure,  overpasses  and  underpasses  ^ . 

may  be  much  greater  over  the  long  term.  HSRA  is  not  articulating  openly  about  all  these  issues.  HSRA  also  set-J  SiQxs*  Oj 


a  very  short  deadline  for  public  discussion  regarding  all  this  issues  -  April  6.  Some  sources  even  point  to  Mardr'l^'']  aMdvsw* ( 
6.  5.  Please  extend  public  awareness  period  to  at  least  90  additional  days.  Thank  you,  Samuel  Gotgelf  Mountain 
View.  CA  94043  16501 224-2261  sgotgelf@sbcglobal.net  ?&r,°A 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Joss  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 

Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

l: - R-fthKri' ^  ^ _  Q'ty:  H_i>  Urthz//1  -  \J  if State:  City  Zip: 

Phone:  O  /  _ Fax:__ _ _ 


Name  (please  print) 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ 

Address  -LR?  f&r/e.y  -C/r^v,/- 


E-mail: 


- - - j  I- —  ■  I  - L-<1 _ _ _  _ 

□  Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices,  #71,-  /RfL  $  ' 


Please  comment  clearly. 


L-  '-'  O’  'LX, 


\Jl?i  It  t 


'UJ  J 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  Son  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternativeslmitigation 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  J 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  \/january  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

_  City:  _ A  Ay  _ 

_  Phone:  ___ _ _  fax: 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


CO  vX 


State:  44  zip: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

Address^  I  *3  \  7-  Cr-i  V'^i 


- / - - -  E-mail:  ^  A  A  WL JCB  (<S,  ■ _  ~htC*?  p 

A-W  5 eg  T  ^ 


D  Yes' 1  would  like  ,0  be  added  t0  Vour  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly.  t.  . 

iVe-kawe  pUnAiffoC  aC  ^ 

I A  ~kHe  U'mA-  iVKce  Vs- ce  Tf-v'-]C5=P»^pf-c  s 

af'  71 vU/eb, 

L-&UJ  - f-  Ki2_  "/-WecTc  s 

S.  23'7y/-g't>  s+~  To  ~fke  V* 

'“Vke.  'f-w?o4s  d&s  J?  5_S,  See/n  S 

V(v  e  s £>tu^te>iu  7s  f-be  bc>-J~  kf  ' 


A  (^K  5/^M  tetl  if-  ^celf^hu  dU  ^  N 

e^eA  'J-kocep  lAAsfVly  O'C-  fbeSe  b  ^ilJyeCA^f' 
L<>  ( A'Q.\olc  l(/~<  b>  cc  A  \~/(y<2  \ 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:53  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  How  to  save  lot  of  money,  make  more  happy,  and  get  rail  faster  in  Sunnyvale 
mary_rail.jpg 


From:  Patrick  Grant  [mailto:sunnyvale_trails@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  February  18,  2009  10:46  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  How  to  save  lot  of  money,  make  more  happy,  and  get  rail  faster  in  Sunnyvale 


Greetings,  - - , 

In  Sunnyvale  the  Mary  grade  crossing  is  proposed  to  elevate  the  tracks  to  cross  Mary.  That  has  many  l  Ae-S'irWs-'H 

concerned  of  ugly  view,  widespread  noise  (like  the  EL  in  Chicago)  and  the  impact  of  such  a  heavy  structure  \  UkA 


next  to  adjacent  buildings.  There  is  another  solution  already  in  use  at  University  and  Alma  in  Palo  Alto  that  V^'2- 
make  more  sense  and  should  cost  much  less.  ■ — 


Buying  out  the  two  comer  businesses  at  Mary  and  Evelyn  would  allow  a  small  partial  clover  leaf  intersection  to 
be  added.  See  photo.  This  would  save  building  a  4  track  train  ramp  at  1%  grade  (required  by  freight)  over  ^  v  (t&vj  J 

Mary.  Exactly  a  ramp  with  height  about  25  feet  and  retaining  walls  for  all  the  heavy  weight  would  be  ^  ^2, 

eliminated.  Construction  of  this  ramp  will  need  200,000  cu  Ft  of  fill  materail  and  over  2  miles  of  very  stong  to  \  a 
hold  the  train  up  in  the  air.  Also  rightaway  may  have  to  be  taken  to  provide  space  for  these  ramps.  The  \\!Z 

construction  of  the  massive  ramps  will  be  very  noisy  and  difficult  to  build  impacting  lots  of  people  over  th^t _ Jr'"r‘ 

mile. 

'•'■JO' 

So  change  the  plan  please  and  make  Mary  Av  in  Sunnyvale  an  underpass  like  University  Av  in  Palo  Alto  and  [  *  f  4, 

save  a  wad  of  money,  be  able  to  build  it  faster  and  easier  and  help  public  relations  too. 

4  '  ¥r  A 

Regards 


Patrick  Grant 
Sunnyvale,  Ca 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Gray,  Susan  M  [SGray@LPCH.ORG] 
Wednesday,  April  01,  2009  11:48  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


lonn^Hfnh^n^H  D1^  ^  grave  Concerns  about  the  environmental  and  social  impacts  the 
proposed  High  Speed  Railroad  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose  will  have  on  our  community  and  more 

speahcaHy  to  my  family  We  are  homeowners  along  the  Alma  Street  corridor  in  Palo  Alto  sinceV1997  and  ^ 
adlncf  fnr9fh  Y°Un9  C,.h/Idren-  We  have  made  significant  home  improvements  in  the  past  few  years  to  "“I  ^4-  I 

t|'e  CUrrG,ntJram  nr°ISe‘  The  frequency  and  speed  at  which  the  proposed  HSR  will  run  will  aqaTib-^  ^uL^~ 
IffprtL  ,lve^  and  those  of  °ur  neighbors.. .perhaps  even  some  who  are  not  affected  significantly  9_J 

“Se  track  “  MStenin9  ^  «  differe^  ^  0 

Tcf  c°ncer"ed  about  the  proposed  plan  to  construct  a  4-track  elevated  rail  systemj^4y 
to  accommodate  the  HSR.  The  pedestrian  and  vehicle  underpasses  substitute  iarae  exnanqp^  nf  r.-.n.-i-kS  /I  I 
walls  for  the  miles  of  trees  which  now  line  the  corridor.  The  negative  affect  of  these  walls  on  the 
appearance  and  safety  of  our  neighborhood  is  enormous.  The  impact  of  eminent  domain  to  our  parJetis^f^^  # 
still  unclear,  and  our  property  values  will  decrease  sharply  as  a  result  of  this  poorly  planned  system.  JJ  v 

There  are  other  alternatives  to  the  raised  track  approach,  trenching  and  tunneling,  which  would  cause  lesTl  .  ^ 

vPttPdavAn?hPhySICa  d'SruptlT  t0  the  communities  along  the  Caltrain  corridor.  These  should  be  thoroughly  \  ^  2- 
hfptfpndpri'  hmmUH  S  mvolvement  be(°re  any  decisions  are  made.  I  would  like  to  the  comment  period  to 

invo“  in  tWs  monumental  &  d“dllne  “  a"°W  f°r  3  m°re  th°TOU9h  di“"  and  ‘ 

Susan  Gray 
4173  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto ,  CA  94306 

CmFIDENTlALlTY  NOTICE:  This  communication  and  any  attachments  may  contain  confidential  or 
privileged  information  tor  the  use  by  the  designated  recipient(s)  named  above.  If  you  are  not  the  intended 
recipient,  you  are  hereby  notified  that  you  have  received  this  communication  in  error  and  that  any  review 
disclosuie  dissemination,  distribution  or  copying  of  it  or  the  attachments  is  strictly  prohibited.  If  you  have 

r«XentS  ~y“G“23leaSe  “  ^  ““  *"  C°pieS  °f  the  “—ication  and 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Susan  Gray 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  $$$& 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^  ^  ^ jO> 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  \?\0 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^  v  ^  ,  n 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  QA  l  L'^1  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Susan  Gray 

4173  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

1-5C  1 7v 
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Jonathan  Greene 
1481  Pitman  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 

April  4,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt  -  Deputy  Director 

ATTN:  San  Franciso  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

925  L  Street,  #1425 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 

I  am  writing  to  ask  that  you  consider  noise  issues  when  studying  how  to  build  the  high  ,  .  :  ^vq 
speed  rail  line  through  Palo  Alto.  The  proposed  right  of  way  runs  through  many  & 1 '  . 

residential  neighborhoods,  and  I  understand  trains  may  eventually  run  every  few  minutes  A  \  1 
making  noise  one  of  the  most  likely  and  potentially  significant  issues.  Plere  are  some 
specific  things  to  be  considered: 


1.  Quantify  the  decline  in  market  value  of  homes  impacted  by  noise,  whether  severe l 


•  quiet  enjoyment 


properties. 


2.  Please  consider  the  impact  of  noise  on  Palo  Alto  High  School,  which  is  directly 
adjacent  to  the  proposed  right  of  way.  1  understand  that  even  now  classes  in  the  buildi 
adjacent  to  the  tracks  must  pause  for  a  minute  when  a  CalTrain  passes  by.  If  the 
frequency  of  trains  is  greatly  increased  to  one  every  few  minutes,  it  will  become 
impossible  to  conduct  classes  at  all.  Some  other  institutions  that  will  be  similarly  affe 
include  St  Andrew's  Church  and  Congregation  Etz  Chayim  synagogue  across  Alma  S 
from  the  tracks,  a  few  blocks  north  of  San  Antonio  Road. 


M  -  r 

s^l 


3.  Finally,  and  most  importantly,  it  will  be  very  difficult  for  either  you  or  the  residents  to  I 
gauge  the  impact  of  the  noise  until  the  train  line  is  operating.  Theoretical  calculations  anc 
models  will  likely  be  inaccurate.  Even  if  you  can  provide  accurate  figures  in  decibels, 
these  will  be  of  little  help  in  evaluating  the  subjective  human  impact  of  the  noise.  For  thi ; 
reason  I  think  it  is  IMPERATIVE  that  your  report  provide  examples  of  previous  high 
speed  rail  lines  that  are  similarly  situated  with  respect  to  residential  areas,  and  determine 
through  surveys  or  other  similar  means  what  the  impact  has  been  on  affected  residents. 
On  the  positive  side,  a  visit  to  such  areas  by  a  delegation  from  peninsula  communities 
might  allay  their  concerns  if  the  noise  is  found  to  be  reasonable. 


Sincerely, 


L'S C  I7T~ 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Jonathan  Greene  Oonathan.greene@stanfordalumni.org] 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  7:56  AM 

HSR  Comments 

city.council@cityofpaloalto.org 

comments  regarding  peninsula  section  of  HSR 


To  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 


I  am  writing  to  ask  that  you  consider  noise  issues  when  studying  how  to  build  the  high  speed 
rail  line  through  Palo  Alto.  The  proposed  right  of  way  runs  through  many  residential 
neighborhoods,  and  I  understand  trains  may  eventually  run  every  few  minutes,  making  noise  one 
of  the  most  likely  and  potentially  significant  issues.  Here  are  some  specific  things  to  be 
considered:  /  — 

1.  Quantify  the  decline  in  market  value  of  homes  impacted  by  noise,  whether  severe  impacts  on 
houses  close  to  the  tracks  or  smaller  but  still  significant  impacts  on  houses  further  away. 
Even  many  blocks  from  the  tracks,  there  may  still  be  levels  of  noise  that  disturb  home 

owners  *  .  / 

sleep  or  quiet  enjoyment  of  their  properties. 
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2.  Please  consider  the  impact  of  noise  on  Palo  Alto  High  School,  which  is  directly  adjacent 
to  the  proposed  right  of  way.  I  understand  that-  even  now  classes  in  the  buildings  adjacent  to 
the  tracks  must  pause  for  a  minute  when  a  CalTrain  passes  by.  If  the  frequency  of  trains  is 
greatly  increased  to  one  every  few  minutes,  it  will  become  impossible  to  conduct  classes  at 
all.  Some  other  institutions  that  will  be  similarly  affected  include  St  Andrew  s  Church  and 
Congregation  Etz  Chayim  synagogue  across  Alma  Street  from  the  tracks,  a  few  blocks  north  of 
San  Antonio  Road. 


3.  Finally,  and  most  importantly,  it  will  be  very  difficult  for  either  you  or  the  residents 
to  gauge  the  impact  of  the  noise  until  the  train  line  is  operating.  Theoretical  calculations 
and  models  will  likely  be  inaccurate.  Even  if  you  can  provide  accurate  figures  in  decibels, 
these  will  be  of  little  help  in  evaluating  the  subjective  human  impact  of  the  noise.  For  this 
reason  I  think  it  is  IMPERATIVE  that  your  report  provide  examples  of  previous  high  speed  rail 
lines  that  are  similarly  situated  with  respect  to  residential  areas,  and  determine  through 
surveys  or  other  similar  means  what  the  impact  has  been  on  affected  residents.  On  the 
positive  side,  a  visit  to  such  areas  by  a  delegation  from  peninsula  communities  might  allay^ 
their  concerns  if  the  noise  is  found  to  be  reasonable. 


X 

[JO\£& 


Sincerely, 
Jonathan  Greene 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Rich  Green 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^  ^ L 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  '1^ 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  _ 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  ^  S>\ZO 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^  ^  Jcfy'C 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  »  ' 


devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  $\  C\\  ^  v  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Rich  Green 

3462  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

\% 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:59  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Jeff  Greenfield  [mailto:jeffgl3@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:41  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Sarr  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To:  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt  and  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Re:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS, 

While  I  support  the  concept  of  high  speed  rail,  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  the  current  plan  for  San  Francisco  to 
San  Jose.  Terminating  the  HSR  line  in  San  Jose  is  my  preference. 


As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  undergrounding  is  the  only  palatable  option.  However,  I  do  not  believe  that 
undergrounding  HSR  will  ever  be  financially  viable  or  justifiable. 


|-fCV 

n/v 

i 

An  elevated  track  will  destroy  the  quality  of  life  enjoyed  along  the  SF  Peninsula.  This  will  result  in  a  loroO*  ^  I 

disruptive  blight.  The  sheer  mass  of  the  elevated  platform  will  create  a  massive  eyesore,  destroying  the  ’  AO 
character  of  neighborhoods  and  cities.  This  will  irrevocably  alter  communities  in  a  negative  manner  by  "T 
di  viding  them.  Property  values  for  a  wide  swath  of  residents  will  suffer.  X  , 

— TO* 

An  elevated  track  will  destroy  valuable  historic  sites  on  the  Peninsula  such  as  the  1000  year  old  El  Palo  AltoTL  i  tbc.tD'v  iC 

£cS6'iu#  S 

I  believe  that  the  ridership  estimates  for  the  CHSR  are  not  grounded  in  reality,  offering  inflated  justification  and>  <o 
for  the  project.  Cfctl&sWip 


While  generalities  of  this  plan  have  been  voted  in,  the  deceptive  manner  in  which  this  was  done  is  appalling." 
Full  disclosure  of  the  likely  default  plan  and  the  noise,  size,  and  impact  of  a  raised  platform  was  never 
appropriately  communicated  to  the  public.  This  was  likely  done  for  good  reason  by  the  forces  of  manipulation 
this  initiative  likely  wouldn't  pass  today  given  the  narrow  margin  of  victory  and  the  groundswelling  of 
opposition  as  more  details  become  apparent.  It  is  abundantly  clear  to  residents  of  the  Peninsula  that  an  elevated 
platform  is  being  ramrodded  upon  us  as  the  least  expensive  solution. 


$-7 

•wCififome 


Given  the  current  fiscal  crisis  which  our  state  and  country  face,  please  consider  that  HSR  from  San  Jose  to  San" 
Francisco  can  t  be  justified.  Please  also  consider  the  considerable  negative  impacts  to  Peninsula  communities 

On  ko  1  onoo  (ho  _ '  ' _ 1  L _ r>.  .1  ,  .  .  ,  , 


On  balance,  the  tradeoff  for  minimal  benefit  does  not  outweigh  the  cost. 
Sincerely, 

Jeffrey  R.  Greenfield 
3476  Waverley  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


OCYvStwOjW 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:14  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message . 

From:  Mark  Greening  [mailto:markieg@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  4:07  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  would  like  make  clear  my  concern  about  the  planned  high  speed  rail  up  the  Peninsula  to  San 
Francisco.  My  primary  objection  is  that  the  noise  pollution  from  running  HSTs,  Caltrain  and 
especially  diesel  freight  trains  on  an  elevated  platform  will  be  unacceptable  and  severely 
negatively  impact  many,  many  people  in  a  very  built  up  area.  Why  is  San  Francisco  the  ==7—77- 
preferred  terminus  for  this  project?  It  has  the  worst  connections  in  the  Bay  Area,  being 
surrounded  on  three  sides  by  water?  _ 'iF  'h  -vckf^^ 

I  also  seriously  doubt  the  projections  for  the  number  of  people  this  project  will  carry 
that  it  will  be  profitable.  I  frequently  use  high  speed  trains  in  Europe  and  Japan  and  as -vTrV — r~~ 
nice  as  they  are,  I  have  been  told  that  none  of  these  systems  pay  their  own  way.  I  think  WjV\  £i/|St£KM 

people  need  to  be  told  the  truth  about  the  economics  of  this  project.  • — 


I  didn't  vote  for  this  bond  measure  but  I  did  vote  for  BART  funding  and  I  still  believe  that 
a  good,  urban  transportation  system  is  preferable  and  much  more  needed  than  a  link  to  L.A. 


,  . 
c>p\9(?&TC)<M 


With  best  regards, 
Mark  Greening 
2517  Ramona  St 
Palo  Alto 
CA  94301 


L-SC  \-7% 


Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


kathy  greenwood  [kd-green@pacbell.net] 
Monday,  January  26,  2009  9:58  AM 
HSR  Comments 
tdarezzo@yahoo.com 
High  Speed  Rail  System 


To  Whom  it  may  concern, 


I'd  like  to  comment  on  the  high  speed  rail  system  that  is  being  proposed.  1  have  lived  in  the  Southgate  \ 
neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto  for  the  last  18  years.  It  is  a  small  and  beautiful  collection  of  historical  homes  that 
are  very  well  maintained.  I  am  appauled  that  the  thought  ot  this  project  could  mean  not  only  demolishing  j 
blocks  of  homes  but  also  the  noise  levels,  te  property  values  and  to  say  the  least,  the  appearance  is  an  outrage, 
ant  thoroughly  opposed  to  this  consideration  and  will  fight  it  aggresively. 


Kathy  Greenwood 
1656  Madrono 
Palo  Alto 
650-324-4246 


wovse- 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:04  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High  Speed  Rail  System 


From:  kathy  greenwood  [mailto:kd-green@pacbell.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  January  26,  2009  9:58  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  tdarezzo@yahoo.com 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  System 


To  Whom  it  may  concern, 


I'd  like  to  comment  on  the  high  speed  rail  system  that  is  being  proposed.  I  have  lived  in  the  Southgate 
neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto  for  the  last  1 8  years.  It  is  a  small  and  beautiful  collection  of  historical  homes  that 
are  very  well  maintained.  I  am  appauled  that  the  thought  of  this  project  could  mean  not  only  demolishing  3 
blocks  of  homes  but  also  the  noise  levels,  te  property  values  and  to  say  the  least,  the  appearance  is  an  outrage, 
am  thoroughly  opposed  to  this  consideration  and  will  fight  it  aggresively. 

Kathy  Greenwood 
1656  Madrono 
Palo  Alto 
650-324-4246 


-0r^ 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location  — ,  ~  psJLe. 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  HlJo  /  7 


Name  (please  print): 


State:  (^A-  Zip: 


Title  (if  applicable): _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


f'D'V'— * 


a^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


Csb.^fyv-<ci-  <23—  f-fS'(e  .  JT  '+1  ^ 
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FEB  2  5  2009 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process:..  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009- 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T-s>c  igi 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05.  2009  3:04  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High  Speed  Rail  System 


From:  kathy  greenwood  [mailto:kd-green@pacbell.net] 
Sent:  Monday,  January  26,  2009  9:36  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  System 


To  whom  it  may  concern. 

I'd  like  to  comment  on  the  high  speed  rail  system  that  is  being  proposed.  I  have  lived  in  the  Southgate 
neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EiS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

.[^January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County 

Name  (please  print):  /t ,  /kfdfSsJ&g'  ?Fth 
Title  (if  applicable): 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  _ 

Address  ?  hH-  rve. 

□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearty. 


□  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Phone: 


E-mail: 


UPfc&fHPB 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6, 2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

^  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  jD.  M  City:  rAf'A?  state:  Cj\zxp.  / 


Title  (if  applicable): 


f 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ _ _  _  E-mail:  sijf  77  /  . 

Address 

I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


x-  tit*)  l,  rr:f 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6, 2009. 


I-SC 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Beth  Guisiin  [beth.guislin@gmail.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:00  AM 
HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  opposed 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


Before  I  voted  for  the  HSR  project,  I  reviewed  the  documents  provided  to  voters.  Based  on  7 
those  documents,  it  was  not  clear  to  me  that  HSR  would  be  elevated  coming  through  residential, 
areas  of  Palo  Alto.  I  think  the  plans  were  not  presented  in  a  form  that  gave  voters  the 
opportunity  to  know  enough  of  the  impact  of  the  project. 


Now  that  more  of  the  plans  have  been  presented,  I  am  against  having  HSR  through  downtown  Pa]|o 
Alto.  If  there  were  another  vote  on  the  project,  with  HSR  cutting  through  residential  areas 
of  the  Peninsula,  I  would  vote  against  HSR. 

Sincerely, 


4fpA| 

rvu&r\fW<J 
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Ramona  Guisiin 


Palo  Alto,  CA 


l 


>3c  res~ 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Marian  Ha 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


j£\  Sc 

Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safetv? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ' 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  \§)$/£ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CX\fC\\A^ 4(1^ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Marian  Ha 

3908  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:40  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Dan  Hafeman  [mailto:danh@pacbeil.net] 
Sent:  Monday,  March  02,  2009  1:07  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
Hi  HST  reviewer. 


I  am  Dan  Hafeman,  a  Sunnyvale  resident  who  lives  close  to  the  CalTrain  Tracks  at  Mary  Avenue  in 
Sunnyvale.  I  have  read  the  sections  of  the  EIR  which  show  how  grade  separation  is  to  be  done  in  the| 
south  bay.  Specifically,  I  noticed  that  the  plan  currently  calls  for  the  rails  to  be  elevated  in  west  J 
Sunnyvale  at  Mary  Avenue  using  “constrained  fill”.  Please  know  that  there  is  a  high  density  housing-"] 
development  just  north  of  the  tracks  at  Mary  plus  a  well  established  neighborhood  to  the  south. 

There  is  already  a  sound  wall  at  the  north  side  of  the  tracks  but  this  will  be  rendered  ineffective  with 
elevated  tracks. 


jfcMKtYO 
$  I  r\u\sCs 


I  think  it  is  much  better  to  keep  the  tracks  at  ground  level  and  build  a  Mary  underpass  which 
under  both  the  tracks  and  Evelyn,  much  like  the  University  Avenue  underpass  in  Palo  Alto.  Access  o 
Mary  from  Evelyn  can  be  provided  by  using  the  land  on  the  south  side  of  the  intersection.  One  side  ^  ^ 

has  an  old  7-1 1  store  with  a  large  and  ugly  parking  lot.  The  other  side  is  a  gas  station.  The  entire 
south  side  of  Evelyn  around  Mary  is  old  very  low  density  small  businesses.  I’m  sure  a  little  creative 
planning  could  result  in  the  relocation  of  both  the  gas  station  and  the  7-1 1  without  much  disruption  A  M  ctf 

^•reioctfTto"  Sfr«t  Wort?* 

-  >Slwvir 


While  I  am  a  big  fan  of  high  speed  rail,  we  have  to  work  to  protect  our  neighborhoods  close  to  the~l^|WVlb\  rj3 
tracks.  Trains  are  expected  to  run  at  15  minute  intervals  on  top  of  increased  CALTrain  usage.  Traii^^'^f2V“^ 
speeds  are  over  1 0Omph.  Can  we  live  with  elevated  tracks  with  no  sound  walls  around  Mary  or 
elsewhere  where  housing  is  located  next  to  the  tracks? 


Please  carefully  consider  noise  issues  for  people  who  live  close  to  the  tracks  and  design  the  system 
to  minimize  the  impact.  It  might  be  less  expensive  to  elevate  the  tracks  but  the  resulting  noise  impact 
could  seriously  impact  these  established  neighborhoods.  Tracks  at  ground  level  can  use  sound  walls 
to  mitigate  noise. 


4H 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


danh 

Dan  Hafeman 

30+  year  citizen  of  Sunnyvale 


i 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:52  PM 

To:  _  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message . 

From:  Hake,  Ken  [mailto:kenneth.hake@hp.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  19,  2009  2:11  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  HST 
Hello  State  Officials, 


I  do  not  support  putting  the  high  speed  rail  through  the  middle  of  Palo  Alto,  undergro'^ 
would  be  fine,  but  straight  through  the  middle  is  not  acceptable.  Using  the  existing  rail 
space  that  cal  trains  operates  is  OK,  but  not  expanding  it  or  raising  it  higher. 

What  about  going  along  highway  280?'  7  ■^'2-  *^0  <* — 

Ken  Hake  u  C_J 


Palo  Alto  Resident  and  Property  Owner 


l 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 


Subject: 


alexis  hamilton  green  [alexishgpr@yahoo.com] 

Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:53  AM  . 

HSR  Comments;  HSR  Comments;  gmca-discuss@yahoogroups.com; 
ramona_neighbors@yahoogroups.com;  Lynne  Russell 
Questions  to  be  answered  in  the  HSR  EIR 


Please  ensure  that  the  HSR  EIR  addresses  concerns  about  the  impact  of  increased  sound  and  vibration  along  Barron  \^A.  -  AcOr 
Creek  and  other  Creeks  in  Palo  Alto.  \  jA 


Will  the  vibration  weaken  the  existing  bridges  crossing  the  creeks  especially  between  Alma  St.  and  Highway 
101? 

Will  it  weaken  the  concrete  reinforcement  of  Barron  Creek  and  cause  potential  flooding  problems?  l  Ka 
What  will  the  cost  be  to  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  to  reinforce  creeks  and  bridges  to  withstand  increased  vibratidrr 
caused  by  the  HSR?  £  S 


m  i  • 


How  will  sound  and  vibration  impact  the  likelyhood  of  liquidfaction  in  an  earthquake  for  the  Midtown  area  between 


Alma  and  Highway  101? 

How  far  will  the  sound  of  the  trains  travel  down  the  concrete  channel  of  the  creek?] 


-Mkwv 


i  \Acn& 


Please  include  in  the  High  Speed  Rail  Envirnmental  Impact  Report  the  measurement  of  sound  and  vibration  simmulated  p 
for  the  2030  volume  of  train  traffic.  Sound  and  vibration  measurements  should  be  taken  at  each  crossing  bridge  starting  j 
from  the  Caltrain  Corridor  and  including  at  a  minimum  the  following  bridges  across  Barron  Creek:  Ramona  Street,  Bryant \ 
Street,  Cowper  Street,  Middlefield  Road.  Please  show  in  the  report  a  comparison  between  the  current  sound  and  vP 
vibration  generated  by  the  current  Caltrain  trains  with  the  proposed  HSR  trains  so  that  we  can  understand  how  this  will  W 
impact  our  quality  of  life  as  well  as  the  structural  integrity  of  our  creeks  and  bridges,  and  the  cost  to  our  city. 

Thank  You  '  ,  _ { 

alexis  hamilton 
3364  St.  Michael  Drive 
Palo  Alto  CA  94306 


ulltt*  , 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  David  &  Carol  Hamilton 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


po4& 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  &  \ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  a 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

David  &  Carol  Hamilton 

PO  Box  60036,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

l'sc  no 


From:  Nonette  Hanko  <nhanko@openspace.org> 
Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  through  Palo  Alto 
Date:  March  4,  2009  1 1 :09:13  AM  PST 
To:  letters@paweekly.com 


I  feel  I've  been  stabbed  in  the  back.  Living  in  Palo  Alto  58  years,  I  have  fought  against  the  extension  of  Central  Expressway  into  our  city, which 
would  have  removed  many  residents  along  Alma  Street  the  length  of  the  city.  Now,  having  supported  1 A  on  the  November  ballot,  I  find  a  15- 
foot -high  wall  proposed  along  that  same  route  to  carry  the  high-speed  train  .Proponents  whom  I  believed  to  be  environmentalists  have  misled 

us.  — — I 2- 

How  come  we  didn’t  hear  about  this  wall  before  we  voted?  It  will  cut  our  city  in  half  from  one  end  to  the  other,  destroy  mature  trees ,  ^ 

landscaping,  and  ,  .... 

the  homes  along  the  path.  High  Speed  Rail  sounds  good!  But  no  details  to  describe  the  lethal  surgery  to  our  city  was  included  in  our  ballot 

argument.  .  ~L- 

Let  High  -Speed-  Rail  begin  its  southern  route  from  San  Jose.  Our  expanded  Baby  Bullet  can  connect  from  San  Francisco.  \vr  .J^ 


lists  have  misled^)  n  O 
I  in  our  ballot  r^-0 


Nonette  Hanko 


(650)  691  -1200 


l-x.  Ill 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:51  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 


From:  Joel  Hayflick  [mailto:joel_hayflick@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Friday,  February  20,  2009  4:11  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt 
Deputy  Director 

ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 
Dear  Mr  Leavitt, 


fOV \ 
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I  wish  to  express  my  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  HST  project.  I  believe  that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  terminate  HST 
travel  in  the  northbound  direction  at  San  Jose  (or  some  other  nearby  terminus  in  the  south  bay)  as  has  recently  been 
suggested.  This  will  force  passengers  who  are  traveling  to  San  Francisco,  to  detrain  and  find  alternative  transportation-^ 
which  could  negatively  impact  ridership.  That  said,  I  believe  that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  enable  HST  travel  at  high 
speeds  (e.g.  above  50  mph),  along  the  Caltrain  right-of-way  on  the  peninsula  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  As  a  daily 
Caltrain  commuter  from  Palo  Alto  to  South  San  Francisco,  I  know  from  personal  experience  that  there  are  all  too  frequent  ^  j 
hazards  (e.g.  people,  vehicles,  other  objects)  present  on  the  tracks  potentially  impacting  safe  train  travel  at  high  speed  |  H-aSt 
(see  accident  reports  from  Caltrain).  In  addition,  the  increased  noise  and  disturbance  will  be  disruptive  to  the  character  oF14L  I 
the  neighborhoods. 


Sincerely, 

Joel  Hayflick 
772  Rosewood  Drive 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Bruce  A.  Heiman  [bheiman59@yahoo.com3 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  4:04  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To:  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director,  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425,  Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 


The  HSR,  while  a  great  idea  in  theory,  creates  a  real  issue  for  Palo  Altans  living  near 
(anywhere  near)  the  current  CalTrain  tracks.  I  see  the  lack  of  a  reasonable  comment  periop 
a  "railroading"  of  the  decision  making  process  through  our  town.  There  is  little  time  to 
build  awareness  of  critical  relevant  issues  (noise,  sightlines,  encroachment,  property 
values,  eminent  domain,  and  more). 


as 


I  DO  believe  that  feasible  solutions  exist  (tunneling  primarily,  as  well  as  redirecting 

train  via  the  101  corrodor  or  through  the  east  bay).  These  options  need  serious  consideration 

as  the  quality  of  life  of  thousands  of  people  is  at  stake.  l 

I  calculate  roughly,  that  on  the  entire  peninsula,  up  to  2000  homes  may  be  directly  affecte>i 
by  the  HSR  given  their  proximity  to  the  train  tracks.  Estimates  for  payments  for  taking  of  ^  \ 
land  seem  woefully  low  (I  have  been  told  the  estimate  for  taking  a  residence  on  the  peninsula 
was  pegged  at  an  average  of  $193,000  per  lot,  which  is  low  by  a  factor  of  3-5  given  current^  1 
property  values.  * 


Please  give  this  issue  the  attention  it  deserves.  Please  make  a  statement  and  take  actions 
that  reflect  the  fact  that  you  understand  the  concerns  of  people  whose  quality  of  life  is 
directly  impacted  by  HSR.  I  strongly  feel  the  critical  issues  mentioned  above  are  not 
receiving  the  attention  and  action  they  deserve. 

Please  promote  policies  that  result  in  positive  outcomes  for  affected  residents  of  Palo  Altoj 
and  the  Peninsula  (e.g.,  tunneling). 


Thanks  for  your  kind  consideration. 

B.  Heiman 

Palo  Alto  Resident,  Homeowner  and  Voter. 


Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Gina  Henderson  [rafoxhend@earthlink.net) 
Friday,  January  23,  2009  1 1 :42  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  live  on  Stanford's  campus,  in  the  Palo  Alto,  CA  area. 

I  totally  support  this  high  speed  train  project  and  hope  that  you  realize  that  many 
supporters  will  not  attend  these  meetings,  so  you  will  only  hear  from  those  who  do  not 
this  valuable  transportation  alternative. 

PLEASE  get  information  out  to  all  residents  in  every  media  so  those  who  support  this  canl 


nt 

have 


equal  voice  - 


I  wish  all  states  had  the  forward  vision  to  build  public  transportation  that  actually  he 
lot  of  people.  I  am  particularly  excited  for  the  college  students  who  can  get  off  the 
highways  when  they  travel  to  and  from  home. 


ps  a 


thanks, 

Gina  Henderson 

241  Santa  Teresa  Lane 

Stanford  CA 


l 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 
□  February  25  -  Millbrae 

Name  (please  print): _ 

Title  (if  applicable): 


^iFebruary  26  -  Palo  Alto 

:££>•/ 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ 

Address:  0^  W  £  I*  €U?0  lJ  Sf 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

_  City:  UlP  HiTO  _  State:  C-A  ap:  #&g/ 

_  Phone:  Fax:  _ _ _ _ 

_  E-mail:  — - . 


□  Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  doses  on  April  6.  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


l'X.  fl? 


March  4,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

925  L  St.,  Suite  1425  ,  MAR  0 

Sacramento,  Ca. 

95814 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  project  plan 
for  the  proposed  California  HSR  project. 

I  attended  the  February  26th  information  meeting  in  Palo  Alto. 

I  must  say  that  your  speakers,  Mr.  Dominic  Spaethling  and 
Mr.  Tim  Cobb,  got  off  to  a  shaky  start  and  it  went  downhill 
from  there.  They  started  25  minutes  late,  had  no  PA  system, 
and  left  about  50  people  standing  with  no  chairs.  So  before 
they  uttered  a  word,  the  confidence  level  was  not  high. 

What  followed  was  a  vague  and  disjointed  presentation  on 
high-speed  rail  with  no  data  or  facts  specific  enough  to  be  of 
use  to  the  audience.  While  I  agreed  with  Mr.  Spaethling’s 
strategy  of  getting  immediately  to  the  questions,  his 
performance  was  sadly  lacking  once  we  got  there.  I  grant  that 
although  it  probably  wasn’t  his  easiest  audience,  he  still 
should  have  had  a  few  basic  facts  to  share,  like  the 
approximate  cost  of  tunneling  per  mile  (there  are  dozens  of 
examples  out  there),  etc.  Inane  statements  like  “Property 
values  will  go  up  near  the  stations”  did  not  endear  him.  The 
facts  he  did  throw  out  (“46  trains  per  hour”,  and  “one  train 
every  three  minutes”)  were  out  of  context  and  inflammatory. 
There  were  some  questions  and  statements  that  he  just 
avoided  altogether.  Initial  El  documents  shared  that  described 
a  “low  impact  to  the  community”  certainly  didn’t  help  either. 
Trust  was  immediately  shattered  and  from  what  I  could  tell, 
never  regained.. 


The  fact  is,  when  California  voters  approved  Prop  IA,  most  had 
no  idea  that  the  Cal-Train  corridor  would  be  used.  Those  that 
knew,  thought  that  surely  it  would  be  underground.  Showing 
plans  for  a  30’  elevated  road  bed  and  a  total  of  four  tracks  as 
the  primary  alternative  exacerbates  this  lack  of  trust. 


I  can  tell  you  with  absolute  certainty  that  the  only  alternative 
that  will  be  acceptable  to  Cal-Train  corridor  communities  will 
be  an  underground  solution.  If  any  back-of-envelope 
calculations  show  that  this  solution  is  prohibitively  expense, 
then  you’d  better  find  another  route  to  get  to  San  Francisco,  or 
end  HSR  at  San  Jose  and  let  Cal-Train  handle  that  last  leg. 
Those  near  the  tracks  in  these  communities  are  already 
subject  to  too  many  commute  trains,  freight  trains,  baby- 
bullets,  etc,  to  add  any  more.  Residents  are  mobilizing  and 
the  pressure  on  local  city  councils  is  already  mounting.  It  will 
be  a  long,  drawn-out  fight  if  above-ground  is  the  choice. 


2360  Emerson  St. 
Palo  Alto,  Ca. 
94301 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:57  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  Comments  about  High  Speed  Rail  through  the  SF  Bay  Area 


From:  Robert  Herriot  [mailto:rgherriot@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  February  04,  2009  12:57  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Comments  about  High  Speed  Rail  through  the  SF  Bay  Area 


In  general,  I  support  the  building  of  a  high  speed  rail. 


However,  I  believe  that  the  high  speed  rail  should  be  put  underground  along  most  of  the  suburban  route  to 
eliminate  noise  and  to  avoid  taking  private  land.  In  addition,  Caltrain  and  freight  trains  should  be  electrified 
and  put  underground  at  the  same  time.  Then  the  land  can  be  sold  for  development.  In  Europe,  it  is  common 
trains  be  go  underground  in  urban  areas. 


a 

for 


#2. 
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Here  are  some  details  to  consider. 


I  am  concerned  that  without  a  carefully  thought-out  design,  we  will  end  up  with  a  rail  line  that  creates  many 
problems.  Here  are  some  goals. 


1 .  The  high  speed  rail  doesn’t  take  people’s  property, 

There  probably  isn’t  enough  right  of  way  in  many  towns  to  avoid  taking  private  property 
unless  the  train  goes  underground  along  most  of  the  suburban  route. 

•  Stations  will  take  considerably  more  right  of  way  than  is  currently  available  unless  stations  are 
underground. 

2.  The  high  speed  rail  doesn’t  disrupt  the  peace  and  quiet  of  many  people  during  construction. 

The  construction  of  the  California  Avenue  station  in  Palo  Alto  in  January  2008  produced 
excruciating 

noise  between  1  am  and  6  am  for  several  days.  This  noise  was  unacceptable  then  and 

it  would  be  unacceptable  in  the  future.  Construction  should  take  place  only  during  normal  business 

hours:  8-6,  M-F. 


tfow 
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3 .  The  high  speed  rail  doesn’t  disrupt  the  peace  and  quiet  of  thousands  of  people  living  near  the  rail  when  " 
trains  pass  by.  •  V 

In  Japan,  the  high  speed  rail  route  has  concrete  walls  along  the  side  of  the  rail  line  to  reduce  noise. 

In  London,  the  newly  constructed  rail  is  underground  for  about  1 0  miles. 

In  this  area,  we  need  most  of  the  route  to  be  underground.  This  would  be  a  good  time  to  electrify 

Caltrain 

and  freight  trains,  and  to  put  them  underground.  Then  the  surface  land  could  be  sold  for  development 


helping  to  pay  for  undergrounding. 

4.  The  high  speed  rail  designers  study  high  speed  rail  lines  in  leading  countries,  such  as  France,  Germany 
and  Japan,  and  borrow  the  good  ideas. 


M 1  /l/0;v6 
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One  of  the  first  issues  that  needs  resolution  is  the  number  of  rails  needed  because  this  decision  has  considerable  ^2. 


T  -  5c 


effect  on  the  design.  There  could  be 

1  pair  of  rails  with  existing  grade  crossings  if  the  high  speed  train  runs  at  Caltrain  speeds  on  existing  rails. 
*  2  pair  of  rails  with 

a)  existing  rails  for  Caltrain  trains  and  freight  trains  and 

b)  new  rails  for  the  high  speed  trains. 

3  pair  of  rails  with  separate  rails  for 

a)  high  speed  trains, 

b)  Electrified  Caltrain  trains,  operating  lightweight,  high  acceleration  trains  that  cannot  share  the  rails 
with  freight  traffic,  and 

c)  freight  trains.  _ 

Robert  Herriot 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Robert  Herriot  [rgherriot@gmail.com] 

Monday,  March  30,  2009  2:05  AM 
HSR  Comments 

Comments  about  San  Francisco,  Milibrae  and  Palo  Alto  stops 


San  Francisco  Stop 


The  plans  call  for  32,000  boarding  per  day  and  only  3000  at  the  Milibrae  stop  near  San  Francisco  Airport.  This 
is  ludicrous.  The  San  Francisco  airport  is  already  the  central  transportation  hub  for  the  Bay  Area.  It  has  large 
amounts  of  parking,  shuttle  service,  many  flights  and  easy  freeway  access.  Downtown  San  Francisco  has  none 
of  this. 


Only  a  small  percentage  of  travelers  would  believe  downtown  San  Francisco  is  a  more  convenient  place  to 
board  a  train  than  the  San  Francisco  Airport.  If  the  high  speed  train  traveled  through  an  under  bay  tunnel  to  a 
stop  at  the  Oakland  Airport  and  then  to  the  Altamont  Pass  (instead  of  going  to  San  Jose  and  the  Pacheco  Pass), 
there  would  be  even  fewer  people  who  would  board  a  train  in  downtown  San  Francisco. 


tn 


The  high-speed  rail  people  need  to  determine  the  route  base  on  sound  engineering  and  sound  ridership  analyses, 
and  not  on  politics. 


Milibrae  Stop 


The  high  speed  train  should  stop  at  San  Francisco  airport  and  not  at  the  Milibrae  train  station.  With  official 
estimates  of  only  3000  boardings  per  day  in  Milibrae,  compared  to  32,000  in  San  Francisco,  it  is  clear  that  the 
designers  assume  that  Milibrae  is  a  useless  stop.  Even  the  Palo  Alto  stop  has  a  larger  number,  namely  5000.  If 
the  stop  were  in  the  airport,  perhaps  underground  and  beneath  the  BART  airport  terminal  or  airport  central 
parking  garage,  it  would  easily  connect  with  all  parts  of  the  airport. 


fyliMtSfr 


Compare  the  proposed  C A  high  speed  rail  with  Frankfurt  (Germany)  where  the  high  speed  trains  stop  in  the 
airport  complex  and  usually  skip  downtown  Frankfurt.  Also,  consider  many  of  the  world’s  airports  which  have 
train  service  in  the  airport  complex  within  walking  distance  of  all  flights. 


ff  ^ 
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The  San  Francisco  airport  should  be  the  most  important  stop  in  the  Bay  Area  because  it  has  the  transportation^  ^ . 
infrastructure,  such  as  large  amounts  of  parking,  shuttle  service,  many  flights  and  easy  freeway  access.  w  vl  ^ 

Downtown  San  Francisco  has  none  of  this.  -J 


If  the  connection  between  the  high  speed  train  and  the  airport  is  convenient,  I  would  expect  a  lot  of  people  frornj  fcf  j  /by  j\j/ 
small  cities  in  California  would  use  the  high  speed  train  rather  than  an  airplane  to  connect  to  a  long-distance  J  Uo/iT'a.M 
flight.  "  * 


The  high  speed  rail  people  have  choice.  They  can  continue  the  long  tradition  of  poorly  connected  (and  thus  *"1  tM  ( 
underused)  transit  in  the  Bay  Area,  or  spend  the  money  to  do  it  right  -  the  way  most  of  the  developed  world 
does  it. 

Different  Route  (Oakland  Airport  and  Altamont  Pass) 


Because  the  airports  are  the  central  transportation  hubs,  I  propose  that  the  train  route  connect  San  Francisco  """] 
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airport  with  Oakland  Airport  via  an  under-bay  tunnel  and  go  to  the  Central  valley  via  Altamont  Pass.  Here  are 
some  benefits 


J 
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1 .  This  choice  would  tie  the  two  airports  together  for  better  sharing  of  flights. 


2.  Altamont  Pass  is  already  planned  for  an  eventual  Sacramento  connection.  This  route  choice  would  provide 
a  route  for  both  Los  Angeles  and  Sacramento  trains  on  the  same  right-of-way,  saving  a  huge  amount  of  money 
that  wouldn’t  have  to  be  spent  on  the  Pacheco  Pass  route.  San  Jose  can  be  connected  via  an  East  Bay  spur  to  the 
Altamont  pass  route. 


til  /KjOyjliiO 


3.  Since  many  cities  on  the  Peninsula  are  demanding  a  tunnel,  an  under-bay  tunnel  may  be  less  expensive.  J 


Palo  Alto  Station 

If  this  train  is  truly  high  speed,  then  it  makes  very  few  stops.  If  there  is  a  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  stop,  then 
the  train  stops  every  20  miles  along  the  Peninsula,  which  is  too  frequent.  The  Eurostar  is  a  good  model  of  high 
speed  travel;  it  has  only  6  stations  for  a  distance  similar  to  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  and  1/3  of  the  trains 
travel  nonstop.  About  1/3  of  the  trains  stop  at  the  single  suburban  London  station  (Ebbsfleet).  Such  a  stop  adds 
7  minutes  to  the  schedule.  Slower  trains  provide  connections  between  Eurostar  stops  and  other  cities. 


fry 


For  the  California  high  speed  train,  it  makes  more  sense  for  Caltrain  to  provide  connections  to  major  stops  at  the!  tlj  4/yw/f 
SF  Airport  and  San  Jose  -  without  stopping  at  other  cities  along  the  route.  J 


Palo  Alto  Corridor 


I  believe  that  it  is  imperative  that  the  high  speed  train  be  put  underground.  To  make  this  be  a  benefit,  all  rails 
(for  Caltrain  and  Union  Pacific  freight)  should  go  underground,  and  the  surface  land  should  be  redeveloped  for 
housing  and  businesses  to  help  offset  the  cost. 

An  elevated  train  is  the  worst  possible  solution.  During  construction  there  would  be  excruciating  noise  during'"' 
the  night  (when  trains  are  not  running)  to  drive  piles,  even  worse  than  what  neighbors  of  the  California  Avenue 
station  experienced  during  January  2008.  During  operation,  the  noise  of  the  trains  would  be  quite  loud  and 
would  spread  through  adjacent  neighborhoods  because  the  trains  are  above  average  house  heights.  _ 

A  depressed  train  is  better  than  an  elevated  train,  but  not  by  much.  The  construction  noise  would  be  similar  to 
elevated  trains.  During  operations,  the  noise  would  probably  be  less  than  elevated  trains,  but  might  still  be 
substantial,  depending  on  train  speed  and  how  much  echo  would  come  off  the  concrete  walls.  - 

A  tunnel  is  the  best  solution  because  it  would  probably  be  nearly  silent  during  construction  and  operations. 
Also,  it  would  probably  not  disrupt  existing  train  traffic  during  construction.  In  addition,  a  tunnel  would  avoid 
the  taking  of  any  property. 

Tunnels  have  become  a  common  solution  around  the  world.  For  example,  the  Eurostar  train  runs  under  Londoh| 
for  1 2  miles,  from  central  London  through  most  of  the  suburbs.  -3 
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The  train  should  be  quiet  and  divisible  and  should  not  lessen  the  quality  of  life  for  residents. 


] 
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Robert  Herriot 
Palo  Alto,  CA 

Robert  Herriot  <rgherriot@gmail.com> 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Robert  Herriot  [bob@herriot.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  5:57  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Franciso  to  San  Jose  HST 


Each  Heading  below  is  either  a  HST  stop  or  route  alternative 

Altamont  vs  Pacheco  Routes 

Yes,  I  know.  You  think  that  this  decision  has  already  been  made.  But  there  are  court  challenges  to  come  and 
you  made  the  wrong  decision.  So  please  consider  this  before  the  taxpayers  commit  billions  for  a  route  that  the 
EIR  even  says  will  induce  more  spawl  and  less  ridership  than  the  Altamost  Pass  route,  though  Pacheco  Pass 
supporters  claim  that  Pacheco  Pass  will  produce  more  ridership.  What  does  it  mean  when  a  decision  is  based  on 
a  report  with  lots  of  empty  claims. 

When  I  read  the  reasoning  for  Pacheco  over  Altamont,  it  reads  like  some  politician  chose  Pacheco  and  then 
made  up  reasons  for  Pacheco  and  reasons  against  Altamont.  Because  Altamont  is  shown  as  a  future  route, 
clearly  it  cannot  be  that  bad.  And  to  throw  the  Altamont  route  to  future  local  funding  is  ludicrous.  It  would  be 
cheaper  to  have  just  Altamont  than  to  have  both.  Much  of  the  reasoning  in  the  EIR  actually  supports  Altamont 
as  the  better  choice. 

I  suggest  that  a  second  route  be  explored.  San  Francisco  Airport  to  Oakland  airport  via  tunnel  to  connect  the 
airports,  then  via  the  eastern  rail  corridor  to  Fremont,  then  through  Niles  Canyon,  then  through  the  mountains 
south  of  Pleasanton  and  Livermore. 

Here  is  a  comparison  of  urban  miles  via  different  routes.  From  San  Francisco  Airport  to  South  San  Jose  is  abou 
43  miles.  If  most  of  it  is  tunnel,  then  it  becomes  a  less  attractive  route.  With  the  above  suggested  route  via 
Oakland  airport,  Fremont  and  mountains  south  of  Livermore,  There  is  1 1  miles  of  underwater  tunnel  and  17 
miles  of  urban  area.  I  am  assuming  that  the  1 3  miles  from  Pleasanton  to  Livermore  is  south  of  these  towns 
through  the  mountains.  With  this  route  the  total  mountain  distance  is  28  miles  vs  23  for  Pacheco.  However,  it 
would  appear  that  Pacheco  will  need  about  1 1  miles  of  tunnel  tunnel.  The  Altamont  route  appears  to  need 
fewer  miles  of  tunnels.  Unfortunately,  I  cannot  find  any  document  that  give  details.  This  leads  to  the  question  o: 
how  cost  is  known  when  so  little  detail  is  currently  available  -  or  maybe  the  authority  is  just  hiding  the 
information. 

The  2007  EIR  (page  8)  even  says  that  Altamont  pass  route  will  have,  according  to  its  supporters  “4)  higher 
ridership  potential,  (5)  less  potential  for  environmental  impact, ...  1 1)  is  less  sprawl  inducing”. 

The  bottom  line  is  that  more  design  detail  (routes,  costs  and  community  impact)  needs  to  be  worked  out  before  j 
the  pros  and  cons  of  each  route  is  really  understood.  Then  route  decisions  can  be  made. 

San  Francisco  Stop 

The  plans  call  for  32,000  boarding  per  day  and  only  3000  at  the  Millbrae  stop  near  San  Francisco  Airport.  This 
is  ludicrous.  The  San  Francisco  airport  is  already  the  central  transportation  hub  for  the  Bay  Area.  It  has  large 
amounts  of  parking,  shuttle  service,  many  flights  and  easy  freeway  access.  Downtown  San  Francisco  has  none 
of  this.  l 


S 


Only  a  small  percentage  of  travelers  would  believe  downtown  San  Francisco  is  a  more  convenient  place  to 
board  a  train  than  the  San  Francisco  Airport.  If  the  high  speed  train  traveled  through  an  under  bay  tunnel  to  a 
stop  at  the  Oakland  Airport  and  then  to  the  Altamont  Pass  (instead  of  going  to  San  Jose  and  the  Pacheco  Pass), 
there  would  be  even  fewer  people  who  would  board  a  train  in  downtown  San  Francisco. 

The  high-speed  rail  people  need  to  determine  the  route  base  on  sound  engineering  and  sound  ridership  analyses, 
and  not  on  politics. 

Millbrae  Stop 


The  high  speed  train  should  stop  at  San  Francisco  airport  and  not  at  the  Millbrae  train  station.  With  official 
estimates  of  only  3000  boardings  per  day  in  Millbrae,  compared  to  32,000  in  San  Francisco,  it  is  clear  that  the 
designers  assume  that  Millbrae  is  a  useless  stop.  Even  the  Palo  Alto  stop  has  a  larger  number,  namely  5000.  If 
the  stop  were  in  the  airport,  perhaps  underground  and  beneath  the  BART  airport  terminal  or  airport  central 
parking  garage,  it  would  easily  connect  with  all  parts  of  the  airport. 

A  possible  lesser  option  would  be  to  have  a  stop  near  where  BART  crosses  1 01 .  If  BART  and  Caltrain  were  to 
add  a  stop  there  and  if  the  SF  Airport  train  were  extended  to  this  location,  it  would  become  a  major  hub.  The 
important  point  is  that  Caltrain,  BART,  SF  Airport  train  and  High  speed  rail  need  to  have  a  single  station  for 
transfer  between  them. 

Compare  the  proposed  CA  high  speed  rail  with  Frankfurt  (Germany)  where  the  high  speed  trains  stop  in  the 
airport  complex  and  usually  skip  downtown  Frankfurt.  Also,  consider  many  of  the  world’s  airports  which  have 
train  service  in  the  airport  complex  within  walking  distance  of  all  flights. 

The  San  Francisco  airport  should  be  the  most  important  stop  in  the  Bay  Area  because  it  has  the  transportation 
infrastructure,  such  as  large  amounts  of  parking,  shuttle  service,  many  flights  and  easy  freeway  access. 
Downtown  San  Francisco  has  none  of  this. 

If  the  connection  between  the  high  speed  train  and  the  airport  is  convenient,  I  would  expect  a  lot  of  people  from 
small  cities  in  California  would  use  the  high  speed  train  rather  than  an  airplane  to  connect  to  a  long-distance 
flight. 

The  high  speed  rail  people  have  choice.  They  can  continue  the  long  tradition  of  poorly  connected  (and  thus 
underused)  transit  in  the  Bay  Area,  or  spend  the  money  to  do  it  right  -  the  way  most  of  the  developed  world 
does  it. 

Different  Route  (Oakland  Airport  and  Altamont  Pass) 


4  ^ 


Because  the  airports  are  the  central  transportation  hubs,  I  propose  that  the  train  route  connect  San  Francisco 
airport  with  Oakland  Airport  via  an  under-bay  tunnel  and  go  to  the  Central  valley  via  Altamont  Pass.  Here  are 
some  benefits 

1 .  This  choice  would  tie  the  two  airports  together  for  better  sharing  of  flights. 

2.  Altamont  Pass  is  already  planned  for  an  eventual  Sacramento  connection.  This  route  choice  would  provide 
a  route  for  both  Los  Angeles  and  Sacramento  trains  on  the  same  right-of-way,  saving  a  huge  amount  of  money 
that  wouldn’t  have  to  be  spent  on  the  Pacheco  Pass  route.  San  Jose  can  be  connected  via  an  East  Bay  spur  to  the 
Altamont  pass  route. 

3.  Since  many  cities  on  the  Peninsula  are  demanding  a  tunnel,  an  under-bay  tunnel  may  be  less  expensive. 
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Palo  Alto  Station 


If  this  train  is  truly  high  speed,  then  it  makes  very  few  stops.  If  there  is  a  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  stop,  then  142. 
the  train  stops  every  20  miles  along  the  Peninsula,  which  is  too  frequent.  The  Eurostar  is  a  good  model  of  high  s  \  L/v 
speed  travel;  it  has  only  6  stations  for  a  distance  similar  to  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  and  1/3  of  the  trains 
travel  nonstop.  About  1/3  of  the  trains  stop  at  the  single  suburban  London  station  (Ebbsfleet).  Such  a  stop  adds 
7  minutes  to  the  schedule.  Slower  trains  provide  connections  between  Eurostar  stops  and  other  cities.  \ 

For  the  California  high  speed  train,  it  makes  more  sense  for  Caltrain  to  provide  connections  to  major  stops  at  the  1 
SF  Airport  and  San  Jose  -  without  stopping  at  other  cities  along  the  route. 

Palo  Alto  Corridor 

.  (  7_^J,  ~l 

I  believe  that  it  is  imperative  that  the  high  speed  train  be  put  underground.  To  make  this  be  a  benefit,  all  rails  ( 

(for  Caltrain  and  Union  Pacific  freight)  should  go  underground,  and  the  surface  land  should  be  redeveloped  for  \ 
housing  and  businesses  to  help  offset  the  cost. 

An  elevated  train  is  the  worst  possible  solution.  During  construction  there  would  be  excruciating  noise  during"'  ^ 
the  night  (when  trains  are  not  running)  to  drive  piles,  even  worse  than  what  neighbors  of  the  California  Avenue  te¬ 

station  experienced  during  January  2008.  During  operation,  the  noise  of  the  trains  would  be  quite  loud  and  \  ■  “  >-•> 
would  spread  through  adjacent  neighborhoods  because  the  trains  are  above  average  house  heights.  v _ J 


A  depressed  train  is  better  than  an  elevated  train,  but  not  by  much.  The  construction  noise  would  be  similar  to 
elevated  trains.  During  operations,  the  noise  would  probably  be  less  than  elevated  trains,  but  might  still  be 
substantial,  depending  on  train  speed  and  how  much  echo  would  come  off  the  concrete  walls. 

A  tunnel  is  the  best  solution  because  it  would  probably  be  nearly  silent  during  construction  and  operations. 
Also,  it  would  probably  not  disrupt  existing  train  traffic  during  construction.  In  addition,  a  tunnel  would  avoid 
the  taking  of  any  property.  «. 

Tunnels  have  become  a  common  solution  around  the  world.  For  example,  the  Eurostar  train  runs  under  London 
for  12  miles,  from  central  London  through  most  of  the  suburbs. 
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The  frain  should  be  quiet  and  invisible  and  should  not  lessen 
Robert  Herriot 


the  quality  of  life  for  residents.  ^  I  , 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Herzog 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in^t 1 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  ■^v  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  QJU 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^6 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ l  \?VO 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air-^\  Q&> 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  \ACa\ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Herzog 

737  Loma  Verde  #  12,  Palo  Alto 

94303 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Peter  Himes  [peterhimes@comcast.net] 
Tuesday,  March  17,  2009  1:43  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  sir,  I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto's  Old  Palo  Alto  neighborhood  and  am  very  concerned  over  the  impact  on  Palo 
Alto's  appeal,  aesthetics  and  standard  of  living  if  the  planned  HSR  is  constructed  through  Palo  Alto  corridor  above 
ground.  From  the  estimates  I  have  heard,  it  will  result  in  a  huge  superstructure  which  will  not  only  block  out  all 
sunlight  for  surrounding  neighborhoods  but  create  such  an  increase  in  train  traffic  that  will  irreparably  damage  the 
Palo  Alto  community.  I  urge  the  commission  to  only  move  forward  if  the  project  can  be  tunneled  through  the  corridor. 
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With  regards 
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Peter  Himes 

peterhimes@comcast.  net 
2302  Webster  St 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
650-322-6414  (h) 
650-387-3512  (m) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Hindi  Hipp  [hhipp@pausd.org] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:46  AM 
HSR  Comments 
HSR  comment 
hhipp.vcf 


Hello, 


I  have  lived  in  this  town  since  1970  and  I've  seen  it  grow  in  ways  that  upset  me  but  nothing  1* 11 
compares  to  the  impact  that  the  high  speed  rail  will  have  on  this  town.  I  know  that  Palo  Alto  l-M  STGflvw-  . 
is  no  longer  the  sleepy  town  it  used  to  be  but  the  one  thing  that  I  love  about  it  is  that  I  \ 
don’t  need  to  get  on  a  freeway  to  get  across  town.  This  rail  would  be  just  as  bad  if  not  ^ 

worse.  It  would  divide  this  town  just  as  a  freeway  would.  The  noise  and  the  appearance  wouldl^^W^ 
be  devastating. 


I  understand  that  some  feel  that  if  the  HSR  started  in  San  lose  rather  than  SF  and  people  had 
to  transfer  from  Caltrain  to  the  HSR  in  San  Jose  that  the  ridership  would  tail  off.  I  just 
came  back  from  Japan  where  trains  is  part  of  their  lively  hood  and  transferring  trains  was  ^ 
done  without  a  second  thought.  It  was  just  the  way  it  had  to  be  done  in  order  to  get  to  from 
one  point  to  another.  People  do  it  with  airplane  travel  all  of  the  time.  I  know  that  if 
people  could  get  to  LA  from  SF  in  less  than  half  the  time  as  driving  and  it  meant  having  to  — 
transfer  one  time - they  would  do  it. 


d UcmwevTT 


Please  consider  updating  Caltrains  and  starting  the  HSR  tracks  in  San  Jose.  It  would  save  thel  ^ 
peninsula  and  we  need  to  do  this  for  future  generations  who  would  like  to  live  here.  J 

Thank  you  very  much! 


Hindi  Hipp 
835  Ross  Court 
Palo  Alto,  Ca. 
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February  27,  2009 


MAR  2  2009 


BY;. 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  St.,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

ATTN :  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project 
EIR/EIS 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 


It  is  with  growing  alarm  and  concern  about  the  impact  of 
the  proposed  high  speed  rail  link  between  San  Francisco  and 
San  Jose  and  its  effect  upon  the  communities  through  which 
it  will  pass  that  prompts  me  to  write  this  letter. 


As  details  are  emerging  it  is  clear  that  there  will  be 
severe  disruptive  and  permanently  negative  consequences 
all  along  the  route  as  proposed,  and  I  wonder  if  it  is  realljy 
necessary  to  do  this  to  achieve  the  goal  of  high  speed  rail, 
and  if  perhaps  there  is  a  different  way. 


^  n  infr10 


I  am  enclosing  an  article  from  the  Friday,  February  13,  2009 
issue  of  the  DAILY  POST  peninsula  newspaper  which  I  found  to 
be  thought  provoking  in  presenting  an  alternative  to  the 
current  plan  and  respectfully  submit  it  in  the  hope  that 
it  will  be  taken  under  consideration.  It  would  parallel  Hwy. 


As  I  spend  time  in  these  peninsula  and  south  bay  cities  that 
will  be  split  in  half  by  this  and  envision  the  chaos  that  will 
ensue,  it  seems  like  a  nightmare  to  me,  and  I  hope  reason  will 
prevail . 


^lsrSSS& 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


A.  Hoff 

Los  Altos,  Ca  94022 


Att:  Newspaper  column. 


8  Daily  Post  Friday,  Feb.  13,  2009 


DaT 


Post 


Look  to  Japan, 
not  Caltrain, 
for  rail  design 


BY  RICHARD  PLACONE 

I  am  a  strong  proponent  of 
developing  a  high-speed  rail 
system  in  California  and  the 
entire  nation.  I  have  ridden  the 
bullet  trains  in  Japan  exten¬ 
sively,  and  to  a  more  limited 
extent  those  in 
Europe,  as  well 
as  the  medium- 
speed  trains  in 
England  (125 
mph). 

However, 

I  have  some 

PLACONE  serious  con- 

cems  about  the 

proposed  route  following  the 
current  Caltrain  right  of  way 
going  from  San  Jose  to  San 
Francisco.  As  I  understand 
it,  the  HSR  will  parallel  the 
double  Caltrain  track  with  two 
more  dedicated  to  the  HSR, 
giving  a  total  of  four  tracks. 

More  right  of  way  needed 

Since  there  isn’t  room  for 
four  tracks  along  much  of  this 
right  of  way,  this  means  that  ad¬ 
ditional  right  of  way  will  have 
to  be  purchased  all  along  the 
route,  taking  up  many  homes 
and  possibly  public  facilities  as 
the  route  goes  through  Sunny¬ 
vale,  Mountain  View,  Palo  Alto, 
Menlo  Park,  Atherton  and  most 
of  the  other  cites  between  San 
Jose  and  San  Francisco. 

A  ground-level  right  of 
way  will  require  numerous 
over-  or  underpasses  at  road 
and  stream  crossings.  Taking 
the  underpass  at  Embarcadero 
and  the  Caltrain  tracks  in  Palo 
Alto  as  an  example,  this  will 
require  extensive  taking  of 
land,  if  current  traffic  flow  is 
to  be  maintained. 


GUEST  OPINION 


Two  alternatives  have  sur¬ 
faced,  in  Palo  Alto  at  least:  One 
is  to  place  the  entire  project 
underground  as  it  goes  through 
Palo  Alto.  Well,  I  can’t  imag¬ 
ine  that  other  cities  faced  with 
the  same  space  constraints  and 
other  objections  to  noise,  etc., 
will  not  want  the  same  thing.  I 
have  no  idea  what  such  exten¬ 
sive  tunneling  would  cost,  but 
it  would  surely  be  in  the  bil¬ 
lions.  Palo  Alto  alone  has  been 
conservatively  estimated  at 
$500  million;  I  believe  it  will 
be  closer  to  $  l  billion.  Where 
is  the  city  to  get  that  kind  of 
money?  Since  Caltrain  would 
be  buried  along  with  the  HSR, 
there  would  have  to  be  under¬ 
ground  stations  for  every  stop 
Caltrain  makes  —  think  of  the 
BART/Muni  system  under  San 
Francisco  —  thereby  driving 
up  the  costs. 

Populated  areas  affected 

The  second  alternative  is  to 
elevate  the  HSR  as  it  courses 
through  the  South  Peninsula, 
thereby  bridging  all  roads  and 
streams.  But  passing  right 
through  dense  residential 
centers  thus  requiring  taking  of 
land  to  make  room  for  the  right 
of  way.  Many  think  this  would 
be  an  environmental  catas¬ 
trophe  visually,  audibly  and 
aesthetically.  Moreover,  in  the 
event  of  a  wreck  on  die  HSR, 
what  kind  of  havoc  would  oc¬ 
cur  with  rail  cars  and  locomo¬ 
tives  flying  off  the  elevated 
rail  into  the  densely  populated 
areas  immediately  below? 

The  HSR  right  of  way 

[See  RAIL,  next  page] 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Fast  train-  NIMBY  use  101 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Linda  Hoffman  [mailto:murals4u2c@aol.com] 

Sent:  Thursday.,  January  29,  2009  3:32  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  Hoffman 

Subject:  Fast  train-  NIMBY  use  101 

Please  use  our  Tax  Payer  money  not  to  have  high  speed  train  on  Alma! 

We  love  Palo  Alto  just  the  way  it  is!  Other  options  need  to  be  considered, 
alma !  !  ! 


Please  Not  on 


I  cannot  make  it  to  the  meeting  but  I  would  like  my  No  understood. 
This  High  speed  train  need  not  be  on  Alma.  Keep  what  we  have  but  have 
near  101  not  near  Palo  Alto  High  School! 

Sincerely, 

Tom  &  linda  Hoffman 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


high  speed  if  needed 


i#2 

fin 


Sent  from  my  iPhone 


-SC 


l 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  p  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print): _ J  l'']  @  UAft~S  A'/Az/tZCC.  City:  A/  4  f re _  _  State:  Ot :  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable): _ _ Phone:  0  —  3-7  Fax:_ 


E-mail: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _  -  ... — _ _ 

/tru  rZiJt'&itc  Aw  sA  / /A  C  ?  3 <3  £ 


Address 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters.  Information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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FEB  2  S  2009 


BY: 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Folr-  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


I- SC  M 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6, 2009. 

Meeting  Dale/Location  y/ 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  \J 
Title  (if  applicable): 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Phone: 


E-mail: 


Address  /  h  1 i  MAYffOM  ,  It  k  ti)Tc  Ch  7  ±3*1? 

jSJ  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


'ha  *\  fr  (  See  nVtac-K 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6, 2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


STATUS,  as  it  affects  homeowners  on  Mariposa  Ave: 

EIR  status  and  Funding  status 

NIA  (notices  of  intent  to  acquire)  -  when  might  they  be  sent 


a. 


11. 


NOI  (initiation  of  negotiation)  -  when  might  this  happen 


in. 


b. 


RHP  (replacement  housing  payment)  -  is  there  funding  foMhjis? 


_4.rU> 

^(TYYN^U^A 


c. 


b. 


What  is  likelihood  of  right  of  way  expanding  1 0-feet  into  backyards? . 

What  is  likelihood  of  taking  all  23  homes  on  Mariposa/  Park  Ave  J 
General  Questions  on  EIR;  Alternatives  currently  available;  Funding 

a.  Undergrounding  thru  Palo  Alto  -  is  this  likely  fj  ik  ymirvcfe  lA 

b.  High-speed  terminus  San  Jose  rather  than  SJ  -  is  this  likely  ?  \0& 

i.  i.e.  Electrification  San  Jose  thru  SF  but  not  at  High-Spee^p^  , 

ii.  i.e.  Existing  right  of  way  /  footprint  for  SJ  thru 

c.  Full  disclosure  now,  to  every  resident,  along  the  right  of  why  , 

i.  To  prevent  costly  mid-construction  delays  W'f'X 

ii.  To  facilitate  additional  bond  issues  for  possible  co^t  overruns 
Timetable 

a.  Start  Date 

b.  NIA,  NOI  dates 

c.  Completion  DateJ 
Cost  /  Benefit  /  Promotions 

a.  What  are  the  projected  Cost,  by  year  0 

What  are  the  projected  Funding  sources,  by  year  J 
What  is  Ridership  revenue;  other  revenue  (advertising  etc)  &  Promotions 
i.  New  promotions  &  creative  sources  of  revenue 

1 .  Sell  billboard  advert.s  on  train  cars  (NASCAR  does  ttys) 

Sell  sound  system  /  radio  broadcasting  time 
Special  monthly  rider  promotioins 
Promote  to  Bicycle  Commuters 

a.  A  growing  contingent 

b.  Fund  some  connecting  bike-lanes 

c.  Fund  bike  lockers  at  SF,  SF 
Promote  to  Seniors 

a.  Senior  discounts 

b.  Special  facilities 

c.  Safety  features 
Promote  to  sports  fans 

a.  Deals  with  College  and  Pro  sports  events 

b.  Discounts  for  Sporting  events  — ___ 

When  are  anticipated  new  bonds  planned  for  additional  funding  ^ 

With  very  low  credit  ratings  on  CA  revenue-bonds,  GO  bonds? 


c. 


2. 

3. 

4. 


Ul infa  r. 


cazt 


5. 


6. 


a. 


b.  Will  this  project  be  delayed  due  to  current  financial  environment 


gpi wrtU 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Susan  Hong  [susankhong@gmail.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  10:10  PM 
HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  NO 


I  do  not  want  the  High  Speed  Rail  to  run  through  my  backyard  in  Palo  Alto!  I  didn't  vote  to  have  a  101  FWY  of 
trains  interrupt  my  community.  I  say  NO  to  this  high  speed  rail. 


Comments  (1201 


J 


fL 


Add  a  comment  |  Add  a  new  topic 
If  you  were  a  member  and  logged  in  you  could  track  this  topic 

_  .  .  ,  ,,11,11.-1. ,  —  i|,  .!ni.miinni,-Hil"i-i-riT‘ \  r— A- '■ 


Comments 

Posted  by  An  Observer,  a  resident  of  the  Barron  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27,  2009  at  5:03  pm 


It  is  becoming  more  and  more  clear  that  lawsuits  are  the  only  remedy  for  this.  HSR  is  discounting  all  cities 
on  the  proposed  line  and  ramming  this  through  as  fast  as  possible  to  halt  any  opposition  and  say  "everything 
is  already  moving  and  its  loo  late  to  change  now". 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Walter_E_Wallis,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  5:20  pm) 

WaIter_E_Wallis  is  a  member  (registered  user)  of  Palo  Alto  Online 


n 


The  opposition  to  HSR  continues  to  discuss  it  as  a  virgin  project,  as  if  there  are  no  rails  there  now.  Towns 
are  divided  NOW!  Electrification  is  a  done  deal.  Grade  crossing  elimination  is  way  past  due,  and  the  law 
requires  just  compensation  for  taking.  An  existing  rail  corridor  is  going  to  receive  much  needed 
improvements.  I  agree  that  elevated  tracks  are  out,  and  I  consider  the  overcost  of  tunneling  to  be  a  waste  of 
money.  Far  better  to  give  everyone  whose  quality  of  life  is  impacted  a  million  dollars  walking  around 


money. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Jo. 


Posted  by  Railroad,  a  resident  of  the  College  Terrace  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  5:22  pm 


id?\£ 


Oh  great.  City  Attorney  Gary  Baum  is  oh  the  case.  Can  another  federal  investigation  be  far  behind?^ 


l 


1~SC  <2.0 G 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  An  Observer,  a  resident  of  the  Barron  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27,  2009  at  6:08  pm 


Y* 


Walter  Wallis,  please  cut  the  charade.  Towns  are  not  divided  by  the  slow  at-grade  Caltrain  that  meanders  by\V 
once  and  hour  or  once  every  half  hour  on  weekdays  with  speeds  of  about  40mph  through  the  towns.  I  know  y 
the  "Caltrain  already  divides  the  towns  and  therefore  impacts  are  low"  is  the  High  Speed  Rails  talking  point,  I 
but  its  falling  a  little  flat  with  anyone  with  a  semblage  of  common  sense.  J  ' 

'*>4/  1 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


8^ 


"y+ct 


Posted  by  I  Smell  an  HSR  Funded  Rat,  a  resident  of  Menlo  Park,  on  Mar  27,  2009  at  6:08  pm  ^  Ob  j  V 

So,  Walter,  where  do  I  sign  up  for  my  million  dollars  of  "walking  around  money"  as  compensation  for  the 
negative  impact  on  my  future  quality  of  life  that  HSR  blasting  through  the  peninsula  will  surely  bring?  Oh,  \ -^  C  P 
and  is  that  million  dollars  for  quality  of  life  degradation  IN  ADDITION  to  the  real  monetary  loss  in  value  of )  \J 
my  property?  y  &  I 

And  what  about  the  extra  taxes  I  will  surely  be  paying  to  cover  our  struggling  schools  and  other  V"^  ^  V $ 
infrastructure  while  the  money  gets  shamefully,  and  quietly  sucked  into  the  HSR  fund?  J 

Would  you  be  so  cavalier  if  Rod  Diridon  were  proposing  to  put  the  equivalent  of  another  Highway  101  \  ^ 

through  the  Caltrain  corridor?  That's  essentially  what  we  will  have  if  this  goes  through  -  another  highway  -  J 
and  yes,  it  will  divide  the  peninsula  far  more  than  the  existing  CalTrain  tracks  do  now.  / 

I’d  like  my  million  dollars  now,  please  -  so  that  I  can  use  the  interest  on  that  money  to  fight  HSR.  If  HSR  J  &  °) 
goes  down  in  flames.  I'll  give  the  million  dollars  back.  J 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


'AlAA.vf 


/ 


Posted  by  Walter_E_Wallis,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  6:43  pm  \  | 

WalterJEWallis  is  a  member  (registered  user)  of  Palo  Alto  Online  J 

Anyone  who  does  not  consider  the  existing  railway  a  divider  is  kidding  themselves.  Anyone  who  considers 
diesels  less  disruptive  than  juice  jacks  is  unfamiliar  with  reality. 


ll 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


rv"  'i 


Posted  by  euro,  a  resident  of  the  Downtown  North  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27,  2009  at  9:07  pm  ^ 

Get  over  it  people.  Extricating  penninsulans  from  their  cars  and  off  of  planes  will  be  painful.  Go  around  the 

_ _ J  J  _,,4 ±i_„  ; ~Cx ^ _ t  TV  T —  j  — -i.  u - 1  — *  *1-:--  1 — :u  tt.; - it-  _r 


2 


those  who  blew  up  the  train  tracks  in  the  Santa  Cruz  mountains  when  they  did  away  with  the  Sunshine 
Express  train  my  grandmother  road  near  highway  17  to  get  to  the  beach.  I  sense  car  companies,  not  Palo 
Altans  are  behind  this  latest  frenzy. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Howard,  a  resident  of  the  Crescent  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27,  2009  at  9: 1 8  pm 


I  figure  that  the  HSR  will  be  at  grade  level  with  underpasses  wherever  there  needs  to  be  a  crossing.  So  no  2( 
foot  wall.  (The  tunnel  would  be  better,  but  it's  too  costly).  Although  the  grade  level  option  is  not  so  good  for’ 
those  who  live  along  the  tracks,  it  will  be  acceptable  for  everyone  else.  So  that's  what's  going  to  happen. 


II 


X 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Palo  Parent,  a  resident  of  the  Greenmeadow  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  9:40  pm 
Why  would  anyone  pursue  a  HSR  that  starts  in  LA  but  dead-ends  in  SF  and  not  SAC?  Just  won't  happen. 
Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  jt,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  10:43  pm  ^ 

Good  to  see  some  level  heads  prevailing  along  with  common  sense.  HSR  is  the  future  for  California  and 
won't  be  held  hostage  by  a  small  group  of  people.  People  need  to  express  their  concerns  and  then  be 
reasonable  about  their  expectations  rather  than  using  hyperbole  such  as  "  destroy  my  way  of  life  forever"  an 
other  such  nonsense.  This  a  a  major  urban  area  with  7  million  and  counting  and  any  fantasy  that  folks  are 
living  in  the  wilderness  should  have  been  dispelled  with  by  now. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Another  pissed  off  bay  arean,  a  resident  of  the  Greenmeadow  neighborhood,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at||i>  \ 

10:47  pm  \ 

,  \  i 1 

at  grade  past  Paly?  forget  it  no  chance  just  on  safety  grounds  alone.  I  see  all  these  out  of  town  people  ]  ~  ) 

showing  up  now  encouraging  this...  no  sorry  this  train  is  too  damaging  to  peninsula  towns.  Go  back  to  theVj^M 
drawing  board  or  1 0 1  or  280  which  would  be  fine  with  all  of  us  /? 

^£'3-  *  /fzsy\A'f^ 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


a _ _ _ --J — *  - - 1 - : -1-1 - 1 - j  — *  * — '>'»  '->Ann 


3 


10:50  pm 

<~N 

hey  euro  does  going  around  the  world  experiencing  the  joys  of  train  travel  apply  to  towns  where  schools  and 
residences  are  directly  on  the  tracks.  I  think  not-  please  stop  clouding  this  as  an  issue  with  trains,  this  is  not 
an  issue  with  trains,  the  entire  issue  is  the  ROUTE 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Martin  Engel,  a  resident  of  Menlo  Park,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  10:58  pm 


1 .  It  will  happen.  Denial  will  only  make  the  pain  greater  when  the  bulldozers  show  up. 


lis\  l\ 


2. 1  told  you  so  five  years  ago.  I  told  you  so  four,  three,  two,  and  one  year  ago.  I'm  telling  so  now.  HSR 

intent  on  imposing  its  overpriced  train  on  all  of  us  on  the  Peninsula.  This  is  going  to  be  painful  and 
adversarial  for  a  large  number  of  people.  Those  who  are  not  ready  to  sue,  go  to  court  and  use  every  other  J 
legal  means  at  our  disposal  may  just  as  well  he  down  and  let  them  run  the  trains  right  over  us.  ^ 

3. 1  told  the  ad  hoc  group  planning  the  multi-cities  coalition  a  month  ago  that  this  would  be  contentious  an 
adversarial.  I  was  politely  dismissed  for  my  harsh  position. 

4.  No  one,  not  Caltrain,  not  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority,  is  going  to  give  us  what  we  want  and  need  for 
free.  They  care  about  their  trains.  They  don't  care  about  us,  our  cities  or  our  Peninsula.  We  all  are  just  in  the 
way.  They  are  in  the  railroad  business,  not  the  people  business. 

5.  We  must  organize,  be  prepared  to  spend  funds  on  lawyers,  and  we  must  stand  together.  'They  will  seek  to 
deal  with  us  individually.  We  must  resist  that. 

6.  People  like  Sue  Lempert  and  many  of  the  foul-mouthed  bloggers  are  demanding  that  we  shut  up  and  make 
sacrifices  for  "the  greater  good"  of  this  high  priced  train.  That's  a  new  version  of  Stalinism.  Be  prepared  to 
be  insulted  by  those  who  will  benefit  from  the  train  and  its  rail  cars  full  of  money. 

7.  Their  intention,  Caltrain  and  HSR,  is  to  do  what  is  "quick  and  dirty"  and  cheapest.  In  any  case,  there  will  \ 

be  staggering  cost  overruns.  They  will  build  what  they  can  get  away  with.  Caltrain  already  has  plans  for  a  — ' 

berm  through  Atherton,  Menlo  Park,  and  probably  Palo  Alto,  because  it  is  the  least  costly. 

8.  Caltrain  and  HSR  already  have  well  defined  plans  "in  then  hip  pocket."  They  know  what  they  will  end  up 

with  through  the  design  process.  I  hey  already  know  what  the  EIS/EIR  will  say,  and  what  they  will  defend  as  I 
the  most  appropriate  alignment.  Caltrain  has  documents,  called  "draft"  documents,  which  they  will  not  L 

release  unless  they  are  court  ordered  under  FOIA  regulations. 


A 


9.  After  five  years  of  being  immersed  full-time  as  a  student  of  this  wretched  HSR  process,  I  can  only  say  that 
it  is  time  for  all  of  us  to  wake  up  and  realize  what  we  are  in  for.  Remember,  Kopp  is  responsible  for  the 
airport-BART  connection,  which  is  a  failure.  Diridon  is  responsible  for  the  light-rail  development  in  San 
Jose,  another  failure.  Both  experienced  major  cost  overruns.  Both  failed  to  deliver  on  any  promises.  Why 
would  the  HSR  project  be  any  different?  It  will  however  be  different,  by  many  orders  of  magnitude. 


Coif 
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due  to  its  staggering  costs 

10.  Feel  free  to  disagree,  castigate  me,  and  ridicule  all  the  flaws  in  my  argument 
Time  will  judge  the  veracity  of  what  I  am  saying. 

1 1 .  What  can  we  do  about  it?  Organize.  Write  letters.  Protest  to  our  officials. 

Let  the  world  know  about  our  concerns.  Raise  funds;  lawsuits  cost  money. 

Do  not,  do  not  give  in.  The  squeaky  train  wheel  gets  results.  Dig  out  the  facts.  Get  the  truth.  Be  clear  about 
what  we  want.  Read,  read,  read.  Do  your  homework  and  due  diligence.  Together,  we  can  all  make  all  the 
difference.  - 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


U 


(A 


Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  27,  2009  at  1 1:12  pm 


dMI 


Glad  to  see  this  thing  is  moving  forward,  at  least  with  an  agreement  between  Caltrain  and  the  CHSRA 


,-i*s 


Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  1 1:13  pm  ^  ^  ^ 

"Towns  are  not  divided  by  the  slow  at-grade  Caltrain  that  meanders  by  once  and  hour  or  once  every  half  |  ( 

hour  on  weekdays  with  speeds  of  about  40mph  through  the  towns." 


— i 


More  like  every  15  minutes  on  weekdays,  even  more  during  rush  hour,  and  plowing  through  at  79MPH.  J  ^ 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


K. 


ji 

Posted  by  ODB,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  12:46  am  ^ 

How'  many  people  who  voted  Yes  on  1 A  can  honestly  say  they  studied  the  project  and  understood  its  impact 
on  communities  like  Palo  Alto  before  they  voted?  Clearly  the  Palo  Alto  city  council  didn't. 

It's  going  to  take  more  than  a  memo  asking  "pretty  please"  to  change  the  course  of  HSR.  It’s  too  late  to  joirT~\  fr 
the  lawsuit  thanks  to  the  city  council.  Your  best  hope  now  is  that  the  bonds  don't  sell.  _ J  1 

Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  12:49  am~~\  \  \ 


"How  many  people  who  voted  Yes  on  1 A  can  honestly  say  they  studied  the  project  and  understood  its  impact 
on  communities  like  Palo  Alto  before  they  voted?"  _ 


How  many  people  who  voted  Yes  on  1 A  actually  cared  about  the  impact  on  communities  like  Palo  Alto? 


By  the  way,  did  you  intensely  study  every  ballot  measure  before  you  voted  on  it?  Did  you  spend  hours  going 
through  the  positions  of  every  city  council  member?  Are  you  a  scholar  of  the  local  school  board  race? 


* 

4^2  \  A 


Give  me  a  break. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  jt,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  1 :44  am  '^^p  \  \ 


I  knew  exactly  what  they  were  going  to  do  as  far  as  running  four  tracks  up  the  caltrain  row  and  I  don't  even 
live  down  there.  How  can  anyone  suggest  that  people  who  live  there  and  voted  for  la  didnt  know  what  they 
were  voting  on?  I  thought  It  was  bunch  of  real  smart  folks  down  there. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  DVHW,  a  resident  of  the  Crescent  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  5:09  anT^  ^  ' 


We  should  look  at  this  the  other  way  and  lobby  for  Palo  Alto  to  be  the  peninsula  stop  for  the  train.  Not  only  M  H 
would  it  operate  more  slowly  in  Palo  Alto,  satisfying  some  of  the  NIMBY  s,  it  would  be  a  boost  for  our  city  \  jj. 
and  a  convenience  as  well.  k 

Mo  A  l+o 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  PA_marcher,  a  member  of  the  Palo  Alto  High  School  community,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  8:19  am  ^  ^ 

Rod  Diridon  and  the  CHSRA  have  misled  the  people  of  the  Peninsula  and  here  are  the  videos  to  prove  it: 

How  Rod  Diridon  described  the  route  the  train  would  go  in  October  2008  Gust  weeks  before  the  election)  4  ^  ; 


Web  Link 


Rod  saying  hundreds  of  meetings  held  on  the  Peninsula  -  actual  number  held  here  before  Jan  2009  -  ZERO 


Web  Link 


-1 - ■ - 


t.u  — j - -1 — * 
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website 


Web  Link 


Wanna  know  how  they’ll  pay  for  it  -  this  is  what  Diridon  says  "Guaranteed  funding 


Web  Link 


The  reality  on  the  funding,  online  at  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority-s  website,  is  that  the  private  sector  wants  ^  p, 
public  sector  guarantees  if  they  will  participate 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  An  Observer,  a  resident  of  the  Barron  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  1 1 : 1 5  arn^J 

This  morning  1  went  to  the  HSR  site  to  try  to  find  the  google  map  where  they  list  the  route  and  the  proposed 
structure.  This  is  the  map. 


Web  Link 


This  map  is  not  available  under  "Route",  "Library"  or  "Gallery".  If  you  t?  to  find  a  search  ^ontheshe, 


ims  UlaU  lb  liui  uvaiiawi-  uuuo.  ,  — - j  --  ,  ,  r'- 

which  is  not  easy,  and  type  in  google  map  and  hit  <search.,  the  site  dies  with  a  stack  dump.  Finally  I  us 
Google  and  Googled  C  A  high  speed  rail  google  map,  and  found  it.  What  a  crock  to  claim  information  w 
readily  available.  What  total,  inexcusable,  incoherent  BS. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Another  pissed  off  bay  arean,  a  resident  of  the  Greenmeadow  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  1  ( 


11:38  am 


Diridon  is  making  presentations  saying  the  only  objections  to  this  route  from  people  on  the  peninsula  are  the 
people  that  live  within  2  blocks  of  the  train  today,  just  more  BS  from  the  king  of  BS 


One  of  our  best  HS  will  be  mined  with  this  train 


-$1 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  1 1  ;47  am 


Palo  Alto  Online  wrote: 

"Residents  in  the  Southgate  neighborhood,  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  corridor,  have  been  particularly  vehement  4^ 

: . — - - - - - - — . . . .  ^ 
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„ 

through  eminent  domain  in  order  to  widen  the  rail  right-of-way."  \  QP 


The  necessary  additional  width  for  the  rail  right  of  way  through  Southgate  is  about  10  feet  m  most  places,  so 
nobody  is  really  talking  about  the  need  to  "seize  their  properties".  It’s  more  like  seizing  their  back  hedge 
row— for  which  they  will  be  fully  compensated  according  to  extensive  legal  precedent,  if  their  is  any  eminent 
domain.  The  largest  "seizure"  would  be  in  Peers  Park,  and  that  too  would  be  pretty  minimal  and  I  am 
confident  that  the  missing  trees  can  be  replanted.  Peers  is  my  favorite  Palo  Alto  park  and  a  small  expansion 
of  the  rail  right  of  way  for  4  tracks  would  not  impact  the  park  much  at  all. 


See:  Web  Link 


PA  Online  also  said: 


rn  vyiULiiiw  aiou  ^aiu.  _  ■  *  ,  - - 

"The  statement  appears  to  contradict  earlier  assertions  by  rail-authority  officials  that  all  design  options  - 
including  running  the  high-speed  rail  through  an  underground  tunnel  -  are  still  on  the  table.  v_J 


This  is  just  plain  inaccurate  reporting.  Nothing  about  4  tracks  (which  will  almost  certainly  be  require  y 
any  significant  capacity  increase  by  Caltrain  in  the  future  with  or  without  HSR)  puts  tunneling  off  tire  table. 
CHSRA  has  clearly  agreed  to  study  tunneling  options  for  all  four  tracks  alongside  above  ground  alignments 
in  the  EIR/EIS  scope.  I  personally  support  tunneling  and  have  advocated  for  it  at  every  level  of  government. 
However,  tunnels  are  very  expensive  and  have  their  own  issues.  If  the  best  alignment  in  Palo  Alto  ends  up 
being  above  ground,  not  underground,  I  would  still  support  it.  HSR  is  a  critically  important  transforming 
infrastructure  improvement  for  all  of  California. 


A  V2 


Uphrt 


It  is  unfortunate  to  have  so  many  uniformed  and  inaccurate  comments  on  Palo  Alto  Online,  but  it  is  far  \  \  \ 

worse  to  have  uninformed  reporting  fanning  the  flames  of  selfish  NIMBY  interests.  Please  get  your  facts  ^ 
straight  prior  to  writing  inflammatory  articles. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  1 1 :50  am 


Oops,  that  was  supposed  to  read  uninformed,  not  "uniformed"  in  the  last  paragraph.  _ ^  ^ 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


11:53am  U-  ii  4H 


Posted  by  An  Observer,  a  resident  of  the  Barron  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  - -  \  -  •  •  *  , 

- — >  4  n  ^ 

Andrew  Bogan,  come  on  really?  So  HSR  seizes  10'  of  somebody's  back  yard,  which  means  the  trains  are  ^  ^ 


Andrew  tfogan,  come  on  reaiiy :  ou  noi\  seizes  xu  ux  ^  J  \ -  _  ^ 

now  30’-40’  away  from  their  yard  and  this  is  supposed  to  be  some  kind  of  *win*  for  them .  Is  that  where  1  (J 


you’d  want  your  kids  to  play? 
Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Jared,  a  resident  of  Stanford,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  12:15  pm 


7 


Why  do  people  think  the  at-grade  crossings  are  so  wonderful  now  and  good  for  Palo  Alto  and  the  (A  \ 

conLunky? Caltrain  in  it's  current  form  murders  -8-10  people  a  year.  While  some  are  suicides,  some  are 

true  accidents.  '  ^ 


Web  Link 


N  —Isn't  that  reason  enough  to  grade  separate?  Do  Palo  Allans  like  having  at  grade-crossings  so  near  their/ ' 

rtchools’  Are  they  waiting  for  one  of  their  children  to  jump  the  crossing  gate,  only  to  be  smashed  by  an  \ 
q"7  unseen  express  train  coming  the  other  way?  This  has  already  happened  before!  By  not  grade  separating,  *e\  ^  5 , 
allow  more  careless  accidents  to  happen. 


Driving  in  Palo  Alto  and  Mountain  View  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  is  already  a  huge  pain  during  rush  hour  UM 
because  of  the  frequency  of  trains.  How  much  more  divided  can  the  city  be?  T  ' 


In  the  end,  HSR  and  removal  of  at  grade  crossings  improves  local  transit  service,  can  reduce  Caltrain  \ \ 
induced  traffic  problems,  AND  improve  safety  for  Palo  Alto  residents. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  An  Observer,  a  resident  of  the  Barron  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  1 2:21 

ni, 

Jared  the  problem  with  grade  crossings  is  you  wind  up  with  the  San  Francisco  freeway  division  problems^ 
Here  you  go,,,  look  at  the  pictures  in  the  first  link. 


Web  Link 


Web  Link 


These  things  just  ruin  communities  which  is  why  SF  was  so  anxious  to  tear  them  all  down.  Now  we  are 
putting  them  up. 


)$\  £.T. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


OVa*v\  . 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  12:5  j  pm 


[A  l| 


(2)An  Observer  _ 

^  fl  /  ^ 

"Andrew  Bogan,  come  on  really?  So  HSR  seizes  10'  of  somebody's  backyard, 

now  30'-40'  away  from  their  yard  and  this  is  supposed  to  be  some  kind  of  win  •  for  them .  Is  that  he  \ft  ,  ^  \ 


you'd  want  your  kids  to  play?" 


Nobody  said  that  possibly  losing  10  feet  of  your  backyard  is  a i  W.  At  the,  same  tune,  ^discount  lhat  hasA 
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s\  _d 

I  do  not  lack  sympathy  for  someone  who  is  disappointed  or  even  shocked  to  learn  that  they  ‘might*  lose  10  \  ^  V 
feet  of  their  yarf!  but  it  would  be  absurd  to  block  a  major  state-wide  project  with  many  benefits  to  millions  \  „ 

of  future  riders  because  a  few  suburban  homes  are  somewhat  negatively  impacted.  Nobody  is  talking  abo  J  0 
bulldozing  neighborhoods  here. 


There  are  only  about  100,000  people  in  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  and  Atherton  combined.  That  is  less  tlian  ^ 

of  the  margin  of  victory  that  Prop  1 A  had  in  November.  We  should  not  expect  a  lot  of  sympathy  from  | 

ornstde  oTovml  and  it  appears*  me  that  we  do  not  have  it.  We  should  be  advocating  for  the  bes P«-bJe  ^  ^ 
solution  to  get  HSR  through  Palo  Alto  in  the  best  way  possible,  but  we  need  to  be  realistic  about  the  costs.  J 
Trying  to  bfock  the  whole  project  just  removes  our  voice  from  the  planning  process,  which  is  a  mistake  wi^J 

regard  to  our  own  interests. 


I  live  near  Southgate,  a  few  blocks  from  the  tracks.  I  agree  that  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  right  of  way  may  no . 
be  wide  enough  in  every  part  of  every  town  to  accommodate  HSR,  but  1  also  understand  cost/benefit 
analysis.  Governments  have  to  make  decisions  that  do  not  benefit  every  smgle  voter,  that  is  precisely  why 
they  have  eminent  domain  authority. 


4 


■Ac 


H 


As  for  my  children  playing  near  the  trains,  we  often  go  to  Peers  and  Bowden  Parks  and  my  child  loves  j-A- 
watching  the  trains  go  by  from  the  playgrounds. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Engineer,  a  resident  of  the  South  of  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  1:03  pay 
"HSR  is  a  critically  important  transforming  infrastructure  improvement  for  all  of  California^ ^  (' 

Andrew  Bogan, 


Please  explain  your  statement  in  rational  terms. 


vXt^ 

- J—  —  - — —  *  . 


ct 
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traffic  in  those  cities  with  stations. 
What  are  the  benefits,  Andrew? 
Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Jared,  a  resident  of  Mountain  View,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  1 :29  pm  ^  ^ 

Thank  you  to  'An  Observer'  for  posting  that  link.  It  makes  for  an  interesting  read  and  something  to  consider. 
I  hope  the  HSRA  studies  those  lessons  very  closely.  ^ 

While  I  can  understand  there  is  some  benefit  to  removing  freeways  from  dense  urban  environments  like  San 

Francisco  I'm  not  sure  the  same  argument  works  for  Palo  Alto  and  HSR.  We  re  not  planning  on 
rrancisco,  i  m  uoi  suic  ©  _ 4  ~aa~a  ,Wrpa<;ed  transit  oriented  shopping 


and  housine  Furthermore,  nastnegraae  crossing  auooii  - - - v 

the  last  fewyears  it  seems  like  that  neighborhood  has  become  revitalized  with  new  shopping  t 

Even  the  old  HP  site  ACROSS  Alma  has  plans  for  new  condos.  And  what  about  the  crossmg  in  down  US ‘ 

PA?  'Hiat  seems  to  have  worked  out  decently  well.  u 

I  don't  think  we  can  make  blanket  statements  like  'all  freeways  are  bad  and  should  be  tom  down’.  Even  in  the 
San  Francisco  case,  western  San  Franciscans  were  very  much  for  the  freeways.  Of  course  all  freeways  mid 
public  works  aren't  automatically  good.  I  think  it'd  be  more  constructive  for  pemnsula  cities  to  work  with  the 

HSRA,  instead  of  opposing  it  after  we  voted  for  it.  •  JdP  l\ 

[disclaimer:  X  mistakenly  put  Stanford  as  my  residence  before.  I'm  a  Stanford  graduate  student  and  spend  the 
majority  of  my  time  there,  but  I  am  currently  a  Mountain  View  resident.] 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  2:10  pm 
@Engineer 

Thanks  for  your  comments,  here  are  some  thoughts,  hopefully  in  terms  rational  enough  for  your  tastes. 

"HSR  will  not  reduce  C02  emissions,  compared  to  automobiles,  unless  it  is  powered  by  electricity  producedl 
by  nuclear  power  plants."  - -  ^ 

Well  I  would  actually  support  more  nuclear  power,  but  your  statement  is  not correct  wfrh  or  without  J 
increasing  nuclear  power  production.  Japan's  decision  to  build  the  shinkansen  m  the  1960s  was  m  partdue  to 
their  national  focus  on  energy  conservation  since  hey  have  no  domestic  fossil  fuel  resources  of  any  Jk  -4 

significance.  I  have  yet  to  see  a  report  suggesting  that  HSR  uses  more  energy  to  move  passengers  than  theV  f 
relevant  alternatives  (automobiles  and  airplanes).  In  fact,  since  it  is  electrically  powered  there  is  no  local ( 
pollution  (unlike  automobiles  or  airplanes),  but  you  are  of  course  correct  that  some  P°rt”"te“bably^lot)^'^^ 

- - - - - 11 - *  .  ~  A 


itWVT^ 
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M.'f  * 

that  It  would  be  more  carbon  dioxide  than  expanding  the  current  mix  of  automobile  and  air  transport  by  a  \  ' 
comparable  passenger  handling  amount  is  simply  not  correct.  — 

"It  will  increase  sprawl,  allowing  commuting  workers  living  far  out  in  the  Central  Valley  to  work  m  the  BayJ*'  ^ 
Area." 


HSR  has  generally  decreased  sprawl  where  it  has  been  built  in  other  countries  by  increasing  densities  around 
stations  to  lower  population  density  cities  (cities  like  Merced  or  Fresno).  You  are  completely  correct  that 
HSR  will  make  those  communities  commutable  (at  very  high  cost)  to  the  Bay  Area,  but  the  claim  that  it 
drives  sprawl  is  not  supported  by  facts.  If  someone  decided  to  commute  to  SF  from  Fresno  regularly  on 
HSR  they  would  likely  choose  to  live  very  close  to  the  Fresno  HSR  Station  to  minimize  commute  time, 
thereby  decreasing  sprawl  in  Fresno.  If  they  drove  from  that  distance  (which  few  people  do  smee  rt  takes  a 
long  time)  they  would  be  best  off  living  near  a  freeway  on  ramp-precisely  the  sprawl  you  dislike. 

"It  will  almost  certainly  require  huge  public  funds  to  support  it,  including  its  operations.  \  ^Jp 

Public  sector  involvement  is  definitely  required  for  an  infrastructure  project  of  this  scale  to  be  designed  md 
built,  but  private  companies  operate  HSR  systems  very  profitably  in  many ; parts  M ^workfln Japa^  JR 

Central  and  JR  East  are  both  private  companies  that  operate  parts  of  the  shmkansen  HSR  network. 

Taiwan  HSR  is  only  2  years  old,  so  it  is  hard  to  know  how  profitable  its  operations  will  be  over  time,  but  i 
was  one  of  the  largest  private  public  partnership  (PPP)  developments  in  history  with  a  Prlvate 
involved  in  the  classic  build-operate-transfer  PPP  model.  There  is  no  certainty  whatsoever  to  Aelongtenn^ 
need  for  public  funding.  It  will  depend  on  whether  or  not  California  can  successfully  copy  foreign  cx  pies  j 
that  have  been  successful.  So  far,  it  looks  like  they  intend  to  do  a  PPP,  possibly  of  the  build-operate-  rans  ei 
model,  which  bodes  well  for  avoiding  long  term  public  subsidy. 


"It  is  subject  to  major  failures  and  downtime."  |  ^  ^ 


HSR  operating  histories  are  among  the  best  of  any  transportation  infrastructure  in  the  world  in .terms  of on  \  4  v  I 
time  operation  and  passenger  safety.  All  infrastructure  is  subject  to  some  downtime  and  failures,  but  HSR  \ 
the  best  of  breed  in  this  regard,  if  you  bother  to  learn  the  facts  prior  to  writing  commen  s. 

"It  will  divide  cities. 


Only  if  the  tracks  go  through  cities,  which  they  already  do  here  on  the  Peninsula  and  have  done  for  more 
than  1 00  years.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  significant  portion  of  the  HSR  plan  involves  building  ne  tr  _ 
that  would  divide  cities.  Most  sections  that  are  not  intended  to  be  along  existing  track  right  of  way  are  no 
heavily  populated  cities  (like  the  Pacheco  Pass  or  the  route  through  the  Tehachapis). 

"It  will  significantly  increase  traffic  in  those  cities  with  stations."  ^ 

This  is  possible,  but  by  no  means  certain.  For  every  Palo  Alto-bound  person  arriving  at  SFO  today,  the  vast 
majority  currently  drive  to  Palo  Alto  by  car,  bus,  shuttle,  or  limo  (a  few  ride  BART  and  connect  to  Caltram, 
which  il  very  slow).  If  HSR  allowed  even  10-20%  of  those  SFO  passengers  to  get  to  Palo  Alto  by  rail 
instead,  it  would  reduce  traffic  significantly.  I  am  eager  to  see  proper  traffic  studies,  but t  the 
car  traffic  would  be  significantly  increased  by  HSR  is  not  obvious,  Tokyo  Station  is  one  of  the  busiest  HSR 
hubs  in  the  world  andfet  it  has  no  parking.  I  recognize  Palo  Alto  is  a  completely  different  size  and  type  of 
city  (I  have  lived  in  both),  but  there  is  nothing  about  Palo  Alto  that^siiggests  a  Stetam  wo^d  have 


Y 


-H.  • 
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example,  by  taking  some  drivers  from  SF  to  San  Jose  off  the  freeways.  The  grade  separations  of  crossings 
would  also  improve  traffic  flow  (as  the  Oregon  Expressway  underpass  did  years  ago). 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  PointOfView,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  3:22  pm  ^  \\ 
"Andrew  Bogan"  - 


Your  other  points  may  or  may  not  be  valid;  I  don't  know  as  much  about  them.  \ 


But  Japan  and  Taiwan  are  very  different  scenarios  for  HSR  because  they  already  have  successful  mass 
transit  infrastructure  that  HSR  extends  and  leverages.  \  ?y , 


8 •Jk' 


it  rioK  imances,  uumg  laiwoucu 
despite  clear  math  showing  the 


$ 


Cafifomia  does  not  have  a  surplus;  it  doesn’t  have  the  money  for  this  project.  It  doesn’t  have  successful  mass 
transit  tr»  leverage,  and  it  doesn't  have  the  ability  to  create  such  transit. 


J  “V.  —  I - 7  -  _  - 

transit  to  leverage,  and  it  doesn't  have  the  ability  to  create  such  transi . 
Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Engineer,  a  resident  of  the  South  of  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  4:06  pm 


Andrew  Bogan, 


Thank  you  for  you  remarks.  However,  on  every  single  point  I  believe  you  are  wrong. 


1  have  posted,  several  times  on  this  forum,  references  which  show  that  electric  at 

efficient  than  automobiles,  despite  the  inherent  efficiencies  of  electnc  motors  and  raiKOne  needs  to  tok 
all  the  energy  loses  along  the  line,  from  power  generation  to  transmissions  losses,  to  Ohmic  losses  within  tne 
electric  motor/power  train,  to  weight/passenger  seat,  to  heating  of  passenger  compartments  to  wind  drag,  o 
oveSngtade  inclines,  etc.  One  must  also  consider  that  automobiles  are :  heading  towards  dotted 
power  and8at  that  point  automobiles  will  be  more  energy  efficient  compared  to  trains  Unless  electrical 
powercomes  from  nuclear  power  plants  (e.g.  France  and  Japan),  HSR  does  not pencil  if  one  «  consul 
reduced  C02  footprint.  If  you  can,  somehow,  overcome  the  laws  of  physics  and  pencil  it  for  us,  please 

know. 


'A  \ 


JVliU  vv  .  1 

Sprawl  will  definitely  increase  around  those  hub  stations  in  the  Central  Valley.  It  is  a  staple  equation  that  J£.  \ 
people  will  make:  It  currently  takes  me  two  hours  to  commute  into  the  Bay  Area  from  Manteca,..hmmm,  I 
could  live  in  Fresno,  in  the  outer  suburbs,  drive  20  minutes  to  the  hub  and  still  get  to  work  in  two  hours.  f 

However  one  wants  to  think  about  it,  sprawl  will  occur  around  the  hubs. 


All  public  transit  trains  are  ^subsidized  in  ^country^ 


T„ _ _ 4  rT'~- - 
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take  it  as  a  given  that  the  public  subsidy  for  HSR  will  be  huge  in  the  USA.  It  is  up  to  the  proponents  of  HSR  [  0^ 
to  disprove  tills  assertion.  \ 


\w° 


^  - -  j  ^  \  vrv 

unlike  automobiles  and  roads  and  airplanes.  ^  ^ 

HSR  will  divide  the  cities  that  it  travels  through.  This  is  what  so  many  Palo  Alto  people  are  complaining  | 

about  now.  .  „  .  .  > 


A  hub  station  in  Palo  Alto  would  absolutely  increase  local  traffic,  be  it  taxi  cabs  or  private  cars.  People  need 
to  get  to  and  from  the  hub,  and  they  will  not  be  walking  there. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 

^  ^  f  \\ 

Posted  by  Jay  Tulock,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  4: 1 8  pm  \  _  • 

"Contradictory  Statements".  From  the  Rail  Authority?  Pray  tell!  cenhic^ahen'behig.^nce3  1  ^ 

finally  seeing  the  light  that  Rod  Diridon  is  a  sinister,  egocentric,  lying,  San  Jose  centnc,  al  g  _  J 

you  know  that,  it  all  makes  sesne,  does  it  not? 

corruption  are  surfacing  as  the  project  goes  into  hight  gear.  From  the  article. 

» . plans  to  put  a  screaming  bullet  train  through  American  towns  with  concentrated  populations  will 

always  face  hard  challenges. 

Which  is  part  of  the  reason  previous  efforts  failed  in  Florida,  Texas  and  Southern  California.  \ 

rSSSSSS  * * 

to  Miami. 

Still  the  state  has  high-speed  rail  enthusiasts  who  want  to  tap  Obama-«>s  $8  billion  to  resurrect  the  transit 
idea!  including  proposed^routes  that  could  include  a  link  between  Walt  Disney  World  and  Orlando 
International  Airport. 

In  the  1990s,  Texas  awarded  a  50-year  high-speed  rail  franchise  to  an  international  consortium  that  claimed 
it  could  connect  the  «Texas  Triangle^  ♦  Dallas,  Houston  and  San  Antonio  ♦  with  a  $5.6  bilhon  rail 
system  financed  entirely  with  private  funds. 

(V  j  OAAO  *_  til--*  *V~*- - - - ° 
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stimulus  money  would  reawaken  high-speed  rail  desires.  But  many  farmers  and  landowners  along  proposed 
routes  fear  losing  their  property  to  eminent  domain. 

California  has  one  of  the  country^  most  tortured  relationships  with  bullet  trams. 

In  1982,  a  hastily  written  $2  billion  bullet  train  bill  sailed  through  the  closi^d^s  of  ftekgidato^ssion 
and  was  signed  by  then-Gov.  Jerry  Brown,  a  longtime  cheerleader  for  fast  rail.  The  measure  specific  y 

exempted  the  project  from  the  staters  strict  environmental  review  process  and  allowed  California  to 
underwrite  tax-exempt  revenue  bonds  to  help  fund  the  125-mile  route  between  San  Diego  and  Los  Angeles 
that  bragged  of  nonstop,  59-minute  train  sendee. 

The  system  was  never  built.  Led  by  a  private  company  that  included  two  former  Amtrak  officials,  the  project 
was  ultimately  abandoned  for  several  reasons,  including  a  barrage  of  protests  from  residents  near  proposed 
stations  and  public  outcry  over  exempting  it  from  environmental  review. 

The  question  is  will  California  revoke  Prop.  1 A  NOW,  or  in  several  years?  Will  we  line  Moshed,  Kopp  and 
Diridon  and  the’ir  squishy  friend's  pockets  for  several  years  with  several  hundred  million  taxpayer  dollars  or 
will  we  pull  the  pJ  now?  It  is  up  to  YOU,  Palo  Alto,  to  stop  mucking  around  m  local  politics  and  invest 
tha!  same  time  into  what  will  work  -  putting  the  stake  through  the  vampire's  heart  -  get  an  initiative  on  the 
ballot  to  repeal  Prop.  1A  !!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 


Jay  Tulock,  Vacaville 
Report  Objectionable  Content 


if  n 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  5:37  pm 
@Engineer 

"If  you  can,  somehow,  overcome  the  laws  of  physics  and  pencil  it  for  us,  please  let  us  know. 

I  am  reasonably  well  versed  in  the  laws  of  physics,  my  PhD  is  in  biophysics. 

You  wrote,  "electric  trains  are  NOT  more  energy  efficient  than  automobiles  .  j 

As  you  know  this  is  debatable  and  depends  a  lot  on  the  assumptions  and  on  what  you  mean  by  "effictent".  |  /| 

While  you  haVe  your  pencil  out.  explain  to  me  how  HSR  is  less  energy  efficient  than  air  transport,  since  we  | 

all  know  that  is  the  relevant  alternative  for  tens  of  millions  of  trips  per  year  between  the  Bay  Area  and  LA. 

There  is  a  reason  that  CHSRA  calls  the  HSR  "Fly  California"  and  not  "Drive  California  The  sharpness  of  J- 

your  pencil  will  not  help  if  you  insist  on  making  the  wrong  comparisons.  Furthermore  there  are  many 
relevantpollutants  besides  carbon  dioxide,  and  where  .hose  get  produced  does  matter  a  tot  fix  '  «r ' « J 
Are  you  really  arguing  that  building  another  major  freeway  system  the  size  of  Interstate  5  or  US  101  a  N. 

better  idea  to  handle  California’s  growing  future  transit  needs  than  HSR?  I’d  love  to  see  the  NIMBY  reaction 

to  that  project. 


i  —in  J~c_- - - 
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AS  ^ 
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people  will  make:  It  currently  takes  me  two  hours  to  commute  into  the  Bay  Area  from  Manteca.,.hmmm,  I 
coX  live  in  Fresno,  in  the  outer  suburbs,  drive  20  minutes  to  the  hub,  and  still  get  to  work  in  two  hours. 
However  one  wants  to  think  about  it,  sprawl  will  occur  around  the  hubs. 

Sorry  but  your  own  example  does  not  work.  In  the  above  example  one  person  is  removed  from  Manteca  and 
one  is  added  to  the  Fresno  suburbs.  Where  is  the  sprawl?  Population  growth  is the  XTwiU  be 

helps  to  control  sprawl  and  accommodate  travel  needs  for  a  growing ( Eray  MR  be 

essentially  required  to  have  transit  oriented  development  constructed  around  it.  This  is  the  definition  o: 
reducing  sprawl  in  planning  and  urban  development:  clustering  people  into  denser  (i.e  less  sprawling) 
communities  around  transit  hubs.  The  data  on  this  is  pretty  clear  from  both  European  and  Asian  HSR 
networks,  please  go  read  the  studies. 

"All  public  transit  trains  are  subsidized  in  this  country." 

False.  The  Acela  train  in  the  Northeast  has  been  profitable  in  several  operating  years.  Note  that  of  Amtrak’s 
subsidy  laden  mess,  the  most  profitable  line  is  the  highest  speed  one.  Coincidence! 

"It  is  up  to  the  proponents  of  HSR  to  disprove  this  assertion. 

Already  did. 

"HSR  has  a  very  short  life  history." 

If  you  call  since  the  1960s  when  the  first  shinkansen  opened  from  Tokyo  to  Osaka  a  short  life ,^^hen 
I'm  not  sure  what  modem  transportation  mode  has  a  long  life  history.  Hybrid  cars  have  a  lot  shorter  lift 
history  than  that  by  far,  but  the  one  my  wife  drives  seems  to  work  well,  it  too  was  made  in  Japan. 

You  do  not  have  to  agree  with  me,  but  spreading  blatantly  false  information  is  pretty  unusual  for  someone 
calling  himself  "Engineer".  The  seismic  environments  in  Japan  and  Taiwan  are  as  active  as  in  California,  or 
more  so.  A  major  earthquake  derailed  a  Joetsu  Shinkansen  train  m  Niigata  Prefecture  on  2  3  O^ober20°  . 
Not  one  passenger  was  killed,  nor  has  one  ever  been  killed  in  an  accident  m  Japan  s  decades-long  HS 
history.  Compare  that  to  car  passenger  deaths  on  1 0 1  or  280,  or  in  Oakland  during  the  Loma  q 
One  reference  on  earthquake  safety  for  Japanese  HSR  train  sets  is  at: 


"It  has  yet  to  face  a  major  disruption  (major  earthquakes,  floods  taking  out  bridges,  terrorism,  accidents, 
etc.).” 


y  \  {^1 


Web  Link 


"HSR  will  divide  the  cities  that  it  travels  through."  |  gjS 

Yes,  just  like  Caltrain  already  does,  except  traffic  flow  will  be  improved  by  removing 
crossings  which  are  a  major  rush-hour  nuisance  all  along  the  Peninsula,  except  where  grade  sep 
crossings5 were  built  long  ago,  like  at  the  Oregon  Expressway  and  San  Antonio. 

"A  hub  station  in  Palo  Alto  would  absolutely  increase  local  traffic,  be  it  taxi  cabs  or  private  cars.  People  I  ^ 
need  to  get  to  and  from  the  hub,  and  they  will  not  be  walking  there."  1  > 


_ ___  it.-*  -  T>_l_  A  1*~  TTCn  - * 
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*  would*,  since  many  factors  are  involved.  Let’s  wait  for  a  proper  traffic  study  before  claiming  to  know  the 
answer  to  this  open  question.  One  current  plan  would  put  a  parking  structure  for  HSR  (and  thus  Caltram,  too, 
on  El  Camino  Real,  which  has  much  more  traffic  capacity  than  Alma.  Even  if  a  HSR  Station  did  lead  to  _ 
more  cars  in  and  out  of  the  Station,  traffic  flows  could  still  be  improved  by  the  grade  separations  of  crossings 
and  moving  traffic  off  Alma  and  out  of  Downtown  Palo  Alto  onto  El  cami  no  Real.  Nobody  really  cares 
much  about  the  number  of  cars  driving  on  a  road,  they  care  about  waiting  in  traffic. 


Also,  the  reduction  of  regional  traffic  through  Palo  Alto  on  101  and  280  is  much  more  important  m  many 
ways  (like  your  favorite  carbon  dioxide  emissions)  than  the  possibility  of  some  additional  local  trips.  It  t  e 
Station  design  is  done  correctly,  a  lot  of  passengers  on  HSR  will  arrive  at  Palo  Alto  on  Caltram  and  transfer 
to  the  express  HSR.  Remember,  Palo  Alto  already  has  the  second  highest  ndership  of  any  station  on  Caltram 
(after  SF),  which  is  precisely  why  it  is  a  candidate  location  for  the  mid-Peninsula  HSR  station. 


^  3 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  5:45  pm 


@Jay  Tulock 


For  someone  who  claims  expertise  in  railway  engineering  and  consulting,  simply  recapping  a  recent  article 
from  the  AP  is  not  very  impressive.  Thanks  for  the  summary,  but  I  already  read  the  article  in  the  San  jose 
Mercury  News  yesterday.  I  noticed  you  left  out  the  quotes  in  the  article  from  President  Obama  and  Secretary 
LaHood  on  the  importance  of  HSR  for  our  country,  and  it  being  America's  #1  transportation  priority  under 
the  Obama  administration. 


Also,  your  vitriol  and  personal  attacks  against  Rod  Diridon,  who  has  dedicated  his  career  m  politics  to 
expanding  public  transit  in  the  Bay  Area,  does  not  add  to  your  credibility.  Nobody  has  to  like  Mr.  Dmdon, 
but  a  "sinister"  "alien  being"?  At  least  you  use  your  real  name  to  sign  your  comments,  I  appreciate  that. 


4  (| 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Walter_E_Wallis,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  5:54  pm 

Walter JE_Wallis  is  a  member  (registered  user)  of  Palo  Alto  Online 


The  Frisco  Freeway  Revolt  was  about  as  brilliant  as  would  have  been  a  flush  toilet  revolt.  Frisco  is  the  only 
major  city  to  my  knowledge  where  through  traffic  is  dropped  onto  city  streets  to  add  their  stop  and  go ^smog 
to  the  aura.  Add  their  barbarous  and  unconstitutional  tow  away  racket  and  you  wonder  if  termmating  HbK  m 
Palo  Alto  or  San  Jose  and  letting  Frisco  wither  away  might  serve  us  all  better. 


Tow* 

K  Si 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  6:26  pm 
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@Point  of  View 

"But  Japan  and  Taiwan  are  very  different  scenarios  for  HSR  because  they  already  have  successful  mass 
transit  infrastructure  that  HSR  extends  and  leverages." 


Your  point  is  well  taken  and  we  should  all  also  be  advocating  for  improved  transit  networks  at  the  major 
terminal  stations.  1/10  of  the  California  Prop  1 A  bonds  are  already  dedicated  to  improving  "feeder  transit" 
and  cannot  be  used  directly  by  HSR.  — 


/ 


This  is  an  important  point  about  mass  transit  infrastructure,  but  let  us  not  forget  that  the  San  Francisco 
Transbay  terminus  that  is  planned  for  HSR  at  Mission  and  First  will  connect  to  Caltrain,  BART,  SF  MUNI 
light  rail,  SF  MUNI  buses,  AC  Transit,  and  Greyhound  at  the  very  least.  It  is  also  a  pleasant  walk  to  the  SF 
Ferry  Building  from  there.  Not  exactly  a  "no  transit"  scenario.  I  agree  that  Tokyo  is  higher  density  and  has  a 
better  subway  than  SF,  but  many  other  shinkansen  stations  in  Japan  (like  Kyoto  and  many  smaller  cities) 


tsr-t  VJ  j 


have  considerably  less  transit  connectivity  than  is  planned  for  SF  and  LA.  Also,  the  subway  system  in  Taipei 


is  not  all  that  extensive:  technically  six  "lines",  but  basically  it  is  just  a  cross  with  two  north-south  and  one 
east-west.  I  have  ridden  it  several  times.  It  is  not  much  different  from  the  LA  Subway,  light  rail,  and 
commuter  line  networks  actually. 


IH 


w'J 


LA:  Web  Link 


Taipei:  Web  Link; 

"To  comment  about  HSR  finances,  using  Taiwan  and  Japan  as  examples  to  show  that  an  HSR  in  California 
will  be  profitable,  despite  clear  math  showing  the  contrary,  is  misleading." 

Not  sure  which  "clear  math"  you  were  referring  to,  but  if  they  do  the  project  with  a  design-build-transfer  PPP 
structure,  it  has  a  pretty  good  chance  of  operating  profitably.  Japan  and  Taiwan  are  not  the  only  examples  of 
successful  HSR  operators.  French  National  Railways  (SNCF),  a  public  sector  government-owned  company, 
operates  their  HSR  (the  TGV)  profitably  as  well.  The  'California  is  not  Japan  or  Taiwan'  argument  does  not 
really  hold  up,  since  HSR  is  working  well  and  being  operated  profitably  nearly  everywhere  it  has  been  built 
(Japan,  Korea,  China,  Taiwan,  France,  Germany,  Spain,  etc).  Obviously  California  is  not  Taiwan.  Nor  is 
Spain  very  similar  to  Japan,  but  HSR  is  working  beautifully  in  both  countries. 


"California  does  not  have  a  surplus;  it  doesn't  have  the  money  for  this  project.  It  doesn't  have  successful 
mass  transit  to  leverage,  and  it  doesn't  have  the  ability  to  create  such  transit." 


I  just  don't  subscribe  to  the  "No  we  can't"  philosophy  that  has  become  popular  lately  in  America.  Japan  has 
one  of  the  highest  debt  to  GDP  ratios  of  any  developed  nation.  No  surplus  there,  but  they  still  operate  HSR 
trains  profitably  with  private  companies  on  government  owned  tracks  and  it  is  a  great  way  to  travel. 
California  already  approved  issuing  $10  billion  in  bonds  for  HSR  and  last  week,  the  State  showed  that 
demand  for  California  bonds  has  finally  returned  to  the  muni  bond  markets,  despite  our  state's  lousy  credit 
rating.  Lots  of  the  funding  for  this  will  be  federal  and  if  the  PPP  plans  go  forward,  a  lot  will  also  be  from 
private  investors.  Even  the  Chunnel/Eurostar  debacle  (and  no  we  are  not  tunneling  under  any  channels  here) 
has  been  successfully  restructured  and  attracted  private  investors  with  great  success  in  recent  years 
(including  Goldman  Sachs's  infrastructure  fund,  I  believe). 


As  for  successful  mass  transit,  I  agree  that  SF  MUNI  and  BART  are  not  as  good  as  the  Tokyo  Metro- or  the 

o_  _..i  o—i rt  i i; j j  — i — i  _ 1 1  - t — *  i — n. —  *1 , - j.  k - : *— 


18 


networks  and  as  good  as  some  in  mid-sized  cities  in  Asia  (Kyoto  just  built  a  subway  a  few  years  ago).  As  for 
California's  population  density,  it  is  similar  in  the  urban  centers  that  HSR  will  serve  with  stations  to  the 
European  and  Asian  comparisons  that  I  have  made.  HSR  does  not  require  Seoul  or  Tokyo  sized  urban 
centers  to  work  well.  Look  at  Lyon,  Barcelona,  or  Brussels  if  you  do  not  like  Asian  comparisons. 

Imagine  if  someone  in  Korea  or  Japan  a  few  decades  back  had  said,  we  don't  want  airports  and  freeways, 
they  only  work  in  America.  Proven  infrastructure  tends  to  work  well  in  a  variety  of  countries  and  cultures, 
HSR  is  no  different. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Jay  Tulock,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  6:41  pm 

Mr.  Boganifthatisyourrealnamerightbackatyouandidontcareifitisomot, 

You  are  a  Diridon  supporter.  That  says  it  all. 

That  AP  article  was  one  of  the  few  articles  of  late  that  got  the  nature  of  HSR  in  America  correct.  I  didn't 
quote  it  for  you,  I  quoted  it  for  those  who  did  not  see  it.  1  agree  with  the  general  comments  of  our  leaders 
about  HSR,  as  such.  'You  notice  I  left  out'  is  a  cheap  tactic,  you  could  say  that  about  anything  anyone  left 
out.  Your  long  ramblings  are  boring  and  about  the  only  ones  I  do  not  read,  not  because  of  the  opinion,  but 
one  could  say  what  you  are  saying  in  one  quarter  the  words.  Yawn.  You  defend  Diridon  for  what, 
championing  poorly  designed  and  overly  expensive  transit  projects.  That  says  it  all. 


Jay  Tulock,  Vacaville 
Report  Objectionable  Content 

- - - w 

Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  6:52  pm 
@  PA_m  archer 

Many  thanks  for  posting  the  various  links  to  YouTube  clips  of  Rod  Diridon's  comments  at  City  Hall  and  also 
thanks  to  whomever  edited  and  posted  them  to  YouTube,  the  efforts  are  much  appreciated.  You  also  said: 

"The  reality  on  the  funding,  online  at  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority's  website,  is  that  the  private  sector 
wants  public  sector  guarantees  if  they  will  participate." 

I  am  unaware  of  a  single  infrastructure  PPP  anywhere  in  the  world  that  does  not  have  specific  public  sector 
guarantees  to  the  private  investors.  They  also  invariably  have  many  private  sector  guarantees  to  the 
government  authorities  involved.  That  is  why  it  is  called  a  "partnership",  both  parties  have  explicit  rights  and 
obligations  under  the  agreement  and  both  parties  share  some  of  the  risks  and  rewards  involved  in  designing, 
building,  operating,  maintaining,  and  eventually  transferring  the  assets  back  to  the  public  sector. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Another  pissed  off  bay  arean,  a  resident  of  the  Greenmeadow  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at 
7:03  pm 


Wow  Walter_E_Wallis,  can  you  be  any  more  provincial?  Is  it  even  possible?  Well  no,  in  fact  I  don't  think  it 
is.  You  have  really  just  made  an  incredible  fool  of  yourself.  San  Francisco  has  experienced  the  most 
significant  economic  renaissance  of  any  city  in  the  nation  in  the  past  20  years- 1  guess  the  fact  that  they 
blocked  freeways  into  their  city  didn't  manage  to  destroy  their  economic  growth.  Although  it  did  probably 
stop  ignorants  like  you  from  visiting  there. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28, 2009  at  7:12  pm 
@Jay  Tulock 

"You  are  a  Diridon  supporter.  That  says  it  all." 

Nope.  I  am  a  High  Speed  Rail  supporter,  because  I  have  lived  near  HSR  stations  in  two  countries.  After 
traveling  on  HSR  trains  extensively  in  both  countries  and  subsequently  in  some  others,  I  realized  that  HSR  is 
a  fantastic  way  to  travel  and  I  hope  to  someday  travel  on  HSR  in  California  and  elsewhere  in  America. 

I  am  no  more  a  "Diridon  supporter"  than  a  "Tulock  supporter".  I  just  do  not  think  calling  people  "sinister 
alien  beings"  is  appropriate  and  I  call  neither  you  nor  Mr.  Diridon  anything  of  the  sort. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Clem,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  8:38  pm 

My  reaction  to  this  article  is  that  very  few  people  seem  to  understand  the  meaning  of  the  phrase  "grade 
separation".  A  grade-separated  right  of  way  simply  means  that  roads  and  tracks  do  not  meet  at  grade;  they 
are  vertically  separated  in  some  fashion.  A  rail  tunnel  is  a  form  of  grade  separation,  among  others. 


Grade  separation  concerns  the  vertical  dimension,  whereas  number  of  tracks  concerns  the  horizontal 
dimension.  They  have  nothing  to  do  with  each  other,  and  talking  about  four  tracks  does  not  imply  that  the 
tunnel  idea  is  being  dropped. 

(however  unaffordable  that  idea  will  be...  see  my  letter  to  the  editor  in  Friday's  daily  news.) 


@Engineer 

>  I  have  posted,  several  times  on  this  forum,  references  which  show  that  electric  trains  are  NOT  more  energy 
efficient  than  automobiles 
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Hardly  a  contemporary  basis  of  comparison.  Did  you  have  some  other  reference  that  I  might  have  missed? 
-  Clem  (in  another  community  known  as  San  Carlos) 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Ml 


Posted  by  Walter{E_Wallis,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  8:42  pm 


Ull 


Frisco,  like  Disneyland,  survives  as  a  tourist  attraction.  They  blew  containers  away  to  Oakland,  ran  off  the 
military  and  navy  that  made  them,  and  nickle  dimed  productive  enterprises.  Just  as  the  phone  company 
discovered  a  Frisco  location  was  not  worth  the  hassle,  even  Gianini's  bank  moved  to  Atlanta 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  I  Smell  an  HSR  Funded  Rat,  a  resident  of  Menlo  Park,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  1 0:1 8  pm 
Andrew  Bogan, 

Above,  you  made  the  following  comment  to  Jay  Tullock: 

<1  am  no  more  a  "Diridon  supporter"  than  a  "Tulock  supporter".  I  just  do  not  think  calling  people  "sinister 
alien  beings"  is  appropriate  and  I  call  neither  you  nor  Mr.  Diridon  anything  of  the  sort.> 

Prior  that  comment,  but  in  this  same  thread,  you  refer  to  those  of  us  who  are  against  HSR  as  suffering  from 
"selfish  NIMBY  interests". 

Appropriate??? 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew'  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  10:40  pm 


&  (1 


Actually,  as  you  know,  "NIMBY"  means  "not  in  my  back  yard",  which  is  just  about  the  definition  of  selfish. 
I,  too,  have  some  selfish  interests,  like  my  desire  for  the  mid-Peninsula  HSR  station  to  be  located  in  my 
home  town  of  Palo  Alto,  instead  of  up  the  road  in  Redwood  City.  As  it  turns  out,  my  selfish  interest  fits  well 
with  overall  Caltrain  ridership  numbers  of  lots  of  other  people,  since  Palo  Alto  is  the  #2  station  for  ridership 
on  Caltrain  after  SF. 


if 
r 


If* 


There  are  some  people  who  oppose  HSR  for  reasons  other  than  selfish  NIMBY  interests.  I  personally  have 
more  respect  for  those  views  (like  concerns  about  cost  overruns  or  unchecked  union  control  of  the  final 
project,  like  seems  to  have  happened  with  BART)  than  for  people  who  care  solely  about  the  impact  to  their 
personal  property  and  have  no  concern  for  the  effect  on  the  entire  state  of  blocking  a  major  infrastructure 
project.  From  my  own  experience  attending  community  and  City  Council  meetings  relating  to  HSR,  many  of 
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definition  of  NIMBYism,  nothing  inappropriate  about  it. 

To  be  clear,  I  also  have  some  respect  for  selfish  NIMBY  interests,  since  they  tend  to  be  sincere  and  deeply 
held.  It  is  only  sensible  to  care  about  your  own  property.  I  just  do  not  believe  that  a  few  suburban 
homeowners  should  be  able  to  veto  entire  state-wide  infrastructure  projects  because  they  might  lose  a  hedge¬ 
row  to  eminent  domain. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Connie,  a  resident  of  the  Ventura  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  1 1:1 1  pm 


It’s  the  hedge  row  and  the  quality  of  life.  The  trains  right  now  are  bad  enough  (every  visitor  to  the  house  asks 
us  how  we  can  stand  it).  It'll  be  lOx  or  more  worse  with  any  HSR  plan  except  for  a  tunnel. 


So  fine,  pay  me  $2M  so  I  can  move  to  another  house  in  the  same  school  district,  and  you  can  have  your  HSR 
right  through  my  current  living  room  if  you  want. 

Let's  talk  compensation  levels. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Richard  Staehnke,  a  resident  of  the  Fairmeadow  neighborhood,  on  Mar  28,  2009  at  1 1 :1 8  pm 


Mr.  Bogan  you  said  imagine  if  someone  in  Korea  or  Japan  a  few'  decades  back  had  said  we  don't  want 
freeways  or  airports,  they  only  work  in  America.  God  if  only  someone  had  said  that  here!  Actually  many  did. 
Alas  as  usual  the  enlightened  never  listen.  Throw  in  public  transportation,  expressways,  high  density 
housing,  and  a  never  ending  effort  to  build  on  every  blade  of  grass  in  town  and  I  would  call  this  person 
prescient. 

All  that  most  residents  want  is  a  quiet,  safe,  little  piece  of  property  in  this  beautiful  city  of  Palo  Alto  and  j 
HSR  is  just  another  boondoggle  that  will  serve  very,  very  few  who  actually  live  here. 


0 


Hey  why  don't  we  route  it  through  Palo  Alto  Hills,  Los  Altos  Hills,  Saratoga,  Los  Gatos  and  any  other 
beautiful  area  we  can  think  of.  Naw  they  probably  would  object  we  better  just  leave  it  down  here  in  the 
slums  where  it  belongs. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Url 


Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  29, 2009  at  12:30  am 
HOP  ABOARD  THE  BOONDOGGLE  EXPRESS 
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communities.  Is  this  what  you  want  your  kids  playing  next  to? 
Web  Link 


Not  on  my  watch... 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  29, 2009  at  12:31  am 

"The  trains  right  now  are  bad  enough  (every  visitor  to  the  house  asks  us  how  we  can  stand  it)" 


I  thought  Caltrain  was  a  good  neighbor  and  trains  only  travel  40MPH  and  do  not  divide  cities  at  all... 


Hm? 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Walter_E_Wallis,  a  resident  of  the  Midtown  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29, 2009  at  2:32  am 

WalterJEJWallis  is  a  member  (registered  user)  of  Palo  Alto  Online 

Connie,  you  have  it  right.  The  tracks  are  there,  taking  is  constitutional,  so  the  question  is  adequate 
compensation.  I  would  suggest  it  would  be  enough  to  purchase  equivalent  housing  in  the  same 
neighborhood. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  bikes2work,  a  resident  of  Another  Palo  Alto  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29.  2009  at  9:27  am 


Connie  has  the  right  idea.  1 

If  the  HSR  Authority  is  wise  they  will  start  to  buy  up  the  properties  along  the  tracks  now.  There  are  at  least  2 
houses  along  the  tracks  in  Southgate  for  sale  right  now.  With  $10  billion  to  spend,  they  should  just  start 
buying  those  houses  right  now. 


I  think  the  benefits  of  eliminating  the  at-grade  crossings  will  be  a  huge  benefit  to  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park, 
Mountain  View  and  every  other  Peninsula  City  that  suffers  from  Caltrain.  It  is  unfortunate  for  the  backyard: 
of  Park  Blvd  and  Southgate,  but  the  benefits  to  the  whole  community  (i.e.  removal  of  grade  crossings  & 
electrification  of  Caltrain)  are  well  worth  it. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  HBR,  a  resident  of  the  Duveneck/St.  Francis  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  9:53  am 

There  is  an  important  discussion  right  now  on  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Blog  concerning  the  impact  of 
the  letter  submitted  to  the  HSRA  by  Union  Pacific  for  scoping  comments  for  the  Joint  EIR/EIS.  A  link  to  the  ^  M  P  K 

letter  is  found  in  the  first  paragraph. 


Here  is  the  link  to  the  blog: 

Web  Link 

Comments  may  be  linked  to  at  the  end  of  the  blog  discussion.  Here  is  the  link: 
Web  Link 

Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  PA_Marcher,  a  member  of  the  Palo  Alto  High  School  community,  on  Mar  29, 2009  at  10:1 5  am 


@ Andrew  Bogdan 


HI 


Thanks  Andrew.  I  know  you  are  an  avid  rail  supporter.  I  have  read  many  of  your  comments  on  other  blogs.  I 
agree  that  this  will  be  a  partnership.  However,  CAHSRA  has  gone  out  of  its  way  to  say  that  this  will  be  a 
profitable  business.  I'm  sure  you  know  that  this  is  just  not  likely.  Mass  transit  is  always  subsidized  -  so  to  go 
around  saying  that  this  will  provide  billions  in  profits  is  just  false  and  misleading. 


Investment  in  infrastructure  is  always  expensive  but  important.  I  agree  that  the  US  is  sadly  behind  other 
countries  in  terms  of  rail.  But,  let's  face  it  -  these  are  our  tax  dollars  at  work.  I  want  the  project  done  right  - 
with  oversight,  transparency  and  people  taking  responsibility  for  the  decisions  they  make.  There  is  no  easy 
answer  - 1  get  that.  But  I  won't  stand  for  people  misleading  others  to  get  what  they  want.  It  only  builds 
mistrust  and  if  we  want  this  to  be  successful  -  it  has  to  stop  now. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  10:38  am 


#7  W 


@PA_Marcher 

I  don't  know  that  it  is  "just  not  likely"  that  HSR  could  be  a  profitable  business.  I  have  given  many  examples 
where  HSR  is  a  profitable  business,  at  least  on  an  operating  basis,  in  Asia  and  Europe.  If  a  PPP  is  structured 
well,  the  HSR  operating  company  would  have  a  good  chance  of  operating  profitably,  though  that  is 
definitely  not  a  certainty.  However,  there  is  little  question  that  if  Acela  were  spun  out  of  Amtrak  into  a  stand 
alone  private  business  that  it  could  be  operated  even  more  profitably  than  it  already  is.  That  suggests  that 
profitable  HSR  in  America  is  clearly  possible.  Mass  transit  subsidy  is  about  politics  and  organized  labor,  it  is 
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metro  systems,  like  Hong  Kong  (MTR)  and  Singapore  (MRT). 

By  the  way,  I  agree  completely  that  some  statements  out  of  CHSRA  have  been  inconsistent  or  misleading  to 
some  people,  and  that  is  clearly  unhelpful.  I  also  have  pretty  low  expectations  for  the  honesty  and 
transparency  of  any  government  body,  so  sadly  I  am  not  surprised. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Richard  Staehnke,  a  resident  of  the  Fairmeadow  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  10:43  am 

Yes,  yes  we  should  always  sneak  around  and  buy  up  individual  properties  and  their  rights.  This  lesson  was 
perfected  in  Southern  California  with  their  water  wars  and  worked  like  a  dream  ( nightmare ).  If  it  hadn't 
been  for  this  wonderful  for  the  greater  good  strategy  we  wouldn't  have  30  million  southerners  guzzling  our 
precious  waters,  drying  up  rivers  then  spewing  agricultural  chemical  waste  back  at  us  as  a  reward.  Lest  not 
forget  the  dazzling  record  railroads  have  had  in  the  past  concerning  human  and  property  rights.  They  always 
have  our  best  interest  in  mind.  Right? 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Anna,  a  resident  of  the  Downtown  North  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  1 1 : 14  am 


-M 


The  idea  that  HSR  represents  a  profit  opportunity  is  fantasy.  There  is  a  reason  that  CaHSRA  is  a  state  agency 
using  state  issued  bonds:  private  investors  don't  think  it  will  be  profitable. 


There  is  currently  much  doubt  that  the  partial  private  funding  envisioned  in  the  HSR  proposal  will  be  there. 


HSR  will  be  an  expensive  drain  on  California's  budget  for  years  to  come  (unless  we're  fortunate  enough  to 
find  a  way  to  stop  it  legally.) 


V4- 


Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Andrew  Bogan,  a  resident  of  the  Evergreen  Park  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  12:07  pm 
@Anna 

"The  idea  that  HSR  represents  a  profit  opportunity  is  fantasy." 

It  is  hard  to  convince  me  that  a  model  that  has  proven  effective  in  other  countries  a  "fantasy". 

"There  is  a  reason  that  CaHSRA  is  a  state  agency  using  state  issued  bonds:  private  investors  don't  think  it  I  -V ( 
will  be  profitable."  /  Q  ' 


e 


First  of  all,  state  issued  bonds  are,  in  fact,  sold  to  investors,  most  of  them  private  investors.  There  is  no  way  a 
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build  a  massive  infrastructure  project  that  will  clearly  require  myriad  state  and  federal  government  approvals 
throughout  its  design.  That  is  precisely  why  large  infrastructure  projects  are  either  public  sector  alone  or 
private  public  partnerships  in  essentially  every  country  on  Earth. 

Secondly,  I  have  heard  a  range  of  opinions  among  various  private  equity  infrastructure  investors  as  to 
whether  or  not  HSR  in  California  will  be  profitable.  Many  think  that  it  will  be,  at  least  on  an  operating  basis, 
if  the  PPP  is  structured  correctly  and  construction  is  not  indefinitely  delayed  by  opposition  groups.  Some 
foreign  public  sector  companies  have  also  expressed  interest  recently  in  operating  California  HSR  (like 
France's  SNCF  did  at  a  conference  this  month:  Web  Link). 


Wfs 


Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  12:28  pm 

"The  idea  that  HSR  represents  a  profit  opportunity  is  fantasy.  There  is  a  reason  that  CaHSRA  is  a  state 
agency  using  state  issued  bonds:  private  investors  don't  think  it  will  be  profitable." 

That's  why  when  it  was  time  to  build  an  Interstate  Highway  System  Eisenhower  rightfully  left  the  job  to 
private  investors  who  were  ready  to  invest  in  such  a  profitable  vepture. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  12:43  pm 


First  of  all,  all  modes  of  transport  are  subsidized.  The  Texas  Department  of  Transportation  has  said,  "Some 
roads  pay  for  about  half  their  true  cost,  but  most  roads  we  have  analyzed  pay  for  considerably  less."  Web 
Link 
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Here  are  some  examples  around  the  world  of  mass  transit  systems  that  exceed  or  almost  meet  their 
operational  costs  with  fares. 

Hong  Kong  MTR  149% 

Osaka  (Hankyu  Railway)  123% 

Osaka  (OMTB)  137% 

Taipei  Rapid  Transit  System  119% 

Teito  RTA  (now  Tokyo  Metro)  170% 

London  Underground  84% 

Toronto,  Canada  (GO  Transit)  89.4% 


-fS 


s 
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Here  are  some  transit  systems  that  meet  or  exceed  half  their  operational  costs  with  fares,  that  is  to  say,  they 
meet  the  highest  standards  set  in  Texas. 

New  Jersey  Transit  56% 


Philadelphia  (SEPTA)  58.6% 

Las  Vegas  Monorail  56.0%  (lol,  not  to  say  that  I  am  or  was  a  supporter  of  this  project) 


Washington,  DC  (WMATA)  61.6% 

Montreal  (STM)  57.1% 

Locally,  BART's  farebox  recovery  ratio  is  about  45%  and  Caltrain's  is  41%.  I  know  that  Metrolink's  (SoCal 
commuter  rail)  ratio  hovers  around  50%  and  the  Pacific  Surfliner  (intercity  rail  between  SD-LA-SLO)  is 
around  70-75%. 


We're  all  being  subsidized,  no  matter  how  we  get  around,  so  I'm  not  sure  what  the  point  of  throwing  that 
tired  old  argument  is. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Anna,  a  resident  of  the  Downtown  North  neighborhood,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  1 : 1 3  pm  \ 

You  all  are  talking  about  operating  costs.  In  a  capital  intensive  venture  like  rail,  capital  costs  are  a  huge 
percentage  of  the  overall  costs.  Including  these  costs  -  even  under  the  doubtful  assmptions  about  operating 
costs  and  margins  used  by  HSR  supporters  -  HSR  will  not  be  profitable  to  the  taxpayers. 


The  fact  the  Interstate  Highway  system  was  subsidized  by  the  government  -  a  mistake  in  my  opinion  - 
certainly  does  not  justify  subsidization  of  another  union  boondoggle.  (Interestingly  enough,  there  have  been 
recent  privately  funded  toll  roads  constructed  in  other  states  that  have  resulted  in  highway  construction 
without  costs  to  taxpayers.  The  reason  that  HSR  doesn't  use  this  model  is  because  the  economics  don't  work 
for  HSR  when  you  include  capital  costs.  For  some  highways,  they  do.) 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  1 :26  pm 


"In  a  capital  intensive  venture  like  rail,  capital  costs  are  a  huge  percentage  of  the  overall  costs.  Including 
these  costs  -  even  under  the  doubtful  assmptions  about  operating  costs  and  margins  used  by  HSR  supporters 
-  HSR  will  not  be  profitable  to  the  taxpayers." 

Just. 
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Like. 


Roads. 

"The  fact  the  Interstate  Highway  system  was  subsidized  by  the  government  -  a  mistake  in  my  opinion  - 
certainly  does  not  justify  subsidization  of  another  union  boondoggle." 

I'm  not  sure  why  you  feel  that  way.  Having  a  national  interstate  highway  system  has  been  a  huge  boon  for 
this  country,  just  like  high  speed  rail  will  be.  VLs 

"(Interestingly  enough,  there  have  been  recent  privately  funded  toll  roads  constructed  in  other  states  that 
have  resulted  in  highway  construction  without  costs  to  taxpayers." 

Which  ones?  The  reason  I  ask  is  because  the  examples  I  know  of  went  kaput.  In  fact,  one  toll  road  I  know  of 
had  a  clause  in  its  contract  that  said  the  local  transportation  agency  could  not  upgrade  or  widen  the  non-toll 
portions  of  the  freeway,  in  order  to  make  the  toll  roads  more  competitive.  The  private  company  still  sold  it 
back  to  a  government  agency  because  they  didn't  want  it. 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Spokker,  a  resident  of  another  community,  on  Mar  29,  2009  at  1 :30  pm 


The  91  Express  Lanes  between  Orange  County  and  Riverside  County:  Web  Link  j 

"The  express  lanes  have  been  controversial  because  of  a  "non-compete"  agreement  that  the  state  made  with 
CPTC.  The  clause,  which  was  negotiated  by  Caltrans  and  never  was  brought  to  the  legislature,  prevent  any 
improvements  along  30  miles  (48  km)  of  the  Riverside  Freeway  to  ensure  profit  for  the  express  lanes.  This 
includes  restricting  the  state  from  widening  the  free  lanes  or  building  mass  transit  near  the  freeway.  CPTC 
filed  a  lawsuit  against  Caltrans  over  freeway  widening  related  to  the 
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Kris  Livingston 

Susan  Hong  [susankhong@gmaii.com] 

Friday,  April  03,  2009  10:15  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

~1  — 

Even  in  China,  they  know  not  to  run  a  High  Speed  Rail  through  residential  communities. 

I  do  not  support  the  proposed  route  to  run  the  rails  through  the  West  Bay.  This  will  be  terrible  as  it  passes  right 
by  where  people  live,  where  children  go  to  school  and  where  people  cross  all  the  time  to  grocery  shop.  I  hate 
this  rail  plan.  I  wish  I  never  voted  for  it.  It  was  never  publicized  that  it  would  go  through  our  communities.  Had 
I  known,  I  would  never  have  voted  for  this. 

Neighborhoods  In  China  Protest  High  Speed  Rail 

Around  Town,  posted  by  Resident,  a  resident  of  the  Old  Palo  Alto  neighborhood,  on  Mar  23, 2009  at  7:01  am 

In  a  country  where  protests  were  once  outlawed,  Chinese  citizens  have  organized  protests  and  neighborhood 
groups,  and  they  have  sent  thousands  of  emails  to  government  officials  to  oppose  building  a  high  speed  rail  line 
through  their  communities. 

Citizens  are  concerned  about  excessive  noise,  radiation,  and  other  impacts.  They  have  noted  cracks  and  tilting 
in  existing  buildings.  They  have  say  there  is  a  different  feeling  in  the  ground,  especially  after  EXCAVATION 
OF  UNDERGROUND  PARKING  STRUCTURES.  They  have  urged  the  government  to  consider  re-routing  the 
rail  to  prevent  collateral  damage. 

High  speed  rail  service  currently  exists  between  Shanghai  and  Pudong  airport  (approximately  1 9  miles)  but  the 
government  wants  to  extend  service  to  run  an  additional  1 08  miles  to  connect  Shanghai  to  Hangzhou.  Both 
projects  are  using  German  engineering  technology. 

Residents  are  upset  since  the  trains  are  would  be  running  approximately  72  feet  from  their  properties,  when  the 
recommended  buffer  zone  in  Germany  is  984  feet. 

From  The  Shanghaiist  March  7, 2008,  in  an  upscale  area  of  Shanghai: 

^■gThe  residents  of  the  small  lane  complain  that  the  unabated  construction  that  has  left  them  hemmed  in  by 
towering  office  and  commercial  buildings  has  adversely  affected  the  physical  structure  of  their  homes:  the 
ground  has  become  uneven,  high  in  some  places  and  low  in  others,  the  buildings  are  tilting,  walls  are  cracking, 
roofs  are  leaking,  and  their  plumbing  is  sometimes  erratic.  It  would  take  a  civil  engineer  to  sort  through  some  of 
this,  but  it  does  seem  plausible  that  some  of  the  weird  leanings  and  unevenness  of  the  buildings  both  inside  and 
out  has  something  to  do  with  how  the  ground  has  been  changed  by  the  construction  (digging  of  basement 

parking  structures,  especially)  ❖DThe  denial  of  sunlight  and  the  general  feeling  of  being  "surrounded"  required 
no  expertise  to  verify. 

"The  residents  (who)  have  made  then  concerns  heard  have  been  offered  forms  of  compensation-in  the  form  of 
repairs-by  various  developers,  but  claim  that  none  of  the  repairs  has  had  any  lasting  effect.  'These  homes  are 
seventy  years  old,  doing  small  some  repairs  is  just  putting  a  band-aid  on  the  problem,'  one  resident  said  to  us. 
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Another  said  that  'generations  of  my  family  have  grown  up  here,  and  we  still  want  to  live  here,  but  how  can 
we?'  The  general  feeling  is  that  their  strategies  up  to  now  have  not  really  worked,  so  they've  decided  to  up  the 
ante  and  be  less  cooperative— though  we're  not  sure  exactly  what  means  will  be  used  on  the  way  to  those  ends. 
There  are  still  buildings  being  constructed  around  them,  and  they  feel  as  if  they  don't  stand  up  for  themselves, 
recent  history  is  just  going  to  repeat  itself." 

To  read  the  full  article,  here  is  the  link  Web  Link 


Chinese  citizens  have  worked  hard  to  achieve  their  dream  homes  and  neighborhoods.  It  is  understandable  that 
they  want  to  protect  their  communities  and  the  environment.  They  want  to  keep  it  peaceful  and  safe,  and 
preserve  property  values. 


x. 


If  you  are  interested,  here  are  several  more  links  to  some  excellent  videos  and  articles.  An  Australian  article 
entitled  "CHINA'S  MIDDLE  CLASS  DERAILS  NEW  LINK",  dated  March  16, 2009.  Also  included  in  this  link 
is  an  article  from  the  The  Washington  Post,  and  even  a  youtube  video  from  Al-Jazerra! 


Web  Link 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Comments 


Add  a  comment  |  Add  a  new  tonic 
If  you  were  a  member  and  logged  in  you  could  track  this  topic 


Comments 

Posted  by  Resident,  a  resident  of  the  Old  Palo  Alto  neighborhood,  on  Mar  23,  2009  at  7:35  am 
Correction: 

The  link  to  structural  impacts  on  homes  and  businesses  was  from  the  Shanghaiist,  March  2, 2008  edition. 
Link  Web  Link 


&  U 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


to  be  removed  all  along  the  route  through  Palo  Alto  (and  Menlo  Park,  Atherton,  Mt.  View,  etc.  etc.)  _ j 


Posted  by  Anna,  a  resident  of  the  Downtown  North  neighborhood,  on  Mar  23,  2009  at  8:44  am 

It  is  interesting  that  the  recommended  separation  from  residential  housing  to  the  HSR  tracks  in  Germany, 
where  the  trains  are  made  and  which  has  HSR  in  operation  already,  is  almost  1000  feet.  ^ 

Looking  at  the  map,  it  appears  that  to  achieve  this  separation,  several  blocks  of  existing  houses  would  have 

4r 


2 


Altan's  as  to  why  the  California  version  of  HSR  does  not  need  to  be  separated  by  a  1000  foot  buffer  zone  on 
each  side  of  the  tracks  as  it  goes  through  our  previously  peaceful  town. 


And  then  perhaps  someone  can  tell  us  why  we  shouldn't  be  out  in  the  streets  protesting  this  city-destroying  i  A  CA 
monster  like  they  are  in  China.  \  ’ 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Stop  the  Boondoggle,  a  resident  of  the  College  Terrace  neighborhood,  on  Mar  23,  2009  at  10:16 
am 


\ 


Go  Peninsula  Residents!  Let's  march  to  Sacramento,  and  then  on  to  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives  in  (  ^c\ 
Washington.  ‘  ' 


If  the  Chinese  can  over  rule  the  communist  party,  we  can  stop  being  railroaded  by  Diridon  and  Kopp\  Prop 
1 A  was  deliberately  kept  hush  long  before  the  election  by  all  the  cities  up  and  down  the  corridor  from  San 
Jose  to  South  San  Francisco  (excluding  Menlo  Park  and  Atherton). 


1A 


If  our  cities  would  have  told  us  about  the  impacts  and  route,  this  proposition  would  have  never  passed. 


A 


hH 
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The  Green  scheme  to  save  green  house  gas  emissions  was  simply  a  ploy  to  get  cities  to  sign  to  this  massive  ^  (a 
boondoggle,  and  to  fool  the  voters.  This  is  all  about  politics  and  money.  There  is  nothing  "green"  about  1  I 
constructing  this.  ] 

I  do  not  want  to  leave  my  children  and  grandchildren  a  debt-ridden  legacy  without  putting  up  a  fight.  This  is~P^ ^  ^ 
not  NIMBYism  - 1  don’t  live  near  the  tracks.  It  is  about  preserving  our  peninsula  for  future  generations. 

Many  corporations  in  the  peninsula  have  drastically  cut  back  on  in-state  air  travel  and  use  teleconferencing.  1^2^  jj 
San  Jose  airport  and  San  Francisco  airport  now  have  fewer  flights  within  California.  ' 

We  must  inform  our  legislators  in  the  State  and  in  the  Capitol  that  this  is  going  to  be  a  huge  waste  of  money  l  ^ 

to  our  state  and  future  generations.  JA"  . 


It  is  rumored  that  Redwood  City  no  longer  wants  a  station.  I  don’t  want  one  either!  Caltrain  serves  our 


commuters  fine.  Use  the  money  to  upgrade  Caltrain  -  clean  up  the  trains,  electrify,  and  stop  HSR  in  its  tracks  \  ,  \ 
now!  * — J  ^ 


Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  No  PA  stop,  a  resident  of  the  Community  Center  neighborhood,  on  Mar  23, 2009  at  1 :42  pm  \ 

fcl-  sbJ'<*V 

"It  is  rumoured  that  Redwood  City  no  longer  wants  a  station."  That  is  very  very  smart  of  Redwood  City.  ^  K  c_ 

j^po  you  realize  how  much  land  the  HSR  Authority  want  for  a  station?  They  plan  to  build  huge  parking  I  A  2L  i  ■ 
garages  like  an  airport.  Residents  of  the  peninsula  will  all  drive  to  that  location  park  and  ride  the  train  to  LA.  j  ^ 


3 


The  disruption  to  Downtown  PA  will  be  huge.  The  train  station  in  Palo  Alto  does  not  have  the  land  or  easy 
access  to  either  Hwy  101  or  Hwy  280,  all  that  traffic  will  have  to  come  through  Downtown  PA. 


Give  the  HSR  stop  to  downtown  Mountain  View  or  Visalia,  they  want 
Report  Objectionable  Content 
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Posted  by  Hooha,  a  resident  of  Another  Palo  Alto  neighborhood,  on  Mar  23, 2009  at  1 1 :08  pm 


Now  some  California  HSR  shill  is  going  to  come  along  under  one  of  his  many  assumed  aliases  and  say 
"Those  Chinese  should  have  KNOWN  they  were  buying  homes  next  to  a  future  high-speed  rail  line!". 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  resident,  a  resident  of  the  Adobe-Meadows  neighborhood,  on  Mar  24, 2009  at  8:09  am  Jp^  ^  ^  ^  ^ 

How  is  it  that  the  Chinese  know  a  speeding  train  ought  to  be  separated  from  residential  areas  by  at  least  600- 1  ^  r  /v- 

1 000  feet,  but  in  Palo  Alto,  one  of  the  most  educated  cities  in  the  country,  will  allow  a  speeding  train  to  run  ' 
within  12  feet  of  Palo  Alto  High  School  where  children  play  on  the  fields  and  where  people  live  in  high-end 
homes? 

This  is  really  laughable.  Americans  have  gotten  real  stupid. 

Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Rick,  a  resident  of  the  Charleston  Gardens  neighborhood,  on  Mar  24,  2009  at  4:40  pm 


The  HSR  authority  must  have  know  that  Germany  requires  or  recommends  984  feet  clearance  from  the 
tracks/trains  since  the  have  spent  many  years  and  possibly  60  million  $$  preparing  for  this  project. 


Keeping  this  secret  should  be  enough  to  stop  the  whole  project. A  1 


Also  keeping  the  details  of  the  projec  secret  before  the  election  should  be  enough  to  demand  all  of  the  PISR 
personnel  resighn  and  stop  all  funding.  J 

It's  probable  our  city  council  knew  many  of  the  hidden  details  and  maybe  they  should  resign  also.^J  ) 

The  downtown  merchants  wanted  the  station  so  more  people  would  come  to  their  stores  and  resturants.  Thej  j 
station  was  planned  to  benifit  them  with  no  thought  of  anything  else. 


It  should  be  obvious  that  if  four  trains  were  derailed  all  at  once  it  would  wreck  havic  for  the  hundreds  of  feet 
around  the  derailment/wreck.  Four  trains  will  be  passing  each  other  at  many  places  along  the  route.  Two\ 

HSR  and  two  CALTRAINS.  /  jr  2- 


Report  Objectionable  Content 


Posted  by  Lessons  from  China,  a  member  of  the  Walter  Hays  School  community,  on  Mar  27, 2009  at  12:47\J^  A 

Pm  J  v 

Although  our  high  speed  rail  is  not  a  Maglev  train,  there  are  valid  concerns  regarding  exposure  to  high  levels 
of  exposure  to  EMF  and  other  radiation.  / 

Here  is  a  link  to  a  story  about  the  German  high  speed  magnetic  levitation  train  in  China.  The  recommended  ^ 
buffer  zone  is  300  meters,  but  the  project  was  designed  to  have  the  trains  running  within  22  meters  of  J 

residential  communities.  The  project  was  halted.  ^ 

Web  Link 

The  June  13, 2007  Asia  Times  reported  that  the  high  speed  maglev  rail  from  Shanghai  to  Hangzhou  has  A 

encountered  many  problems  and  opposition.  Citizens  complained  that  the  government  had  spent  billions  of  J  ^  ^ 

yuan  on  expensive  "image  projects"  and  declared  it  as  a  project  which  creates  "social  disharmony."  y  ‘ 

"The  1 50  yuan  one-way  ticket  is  obviously  too  high  for  ordinary  people,"  said  Professor  Li  Hong,  a 
researcher  at  the  NDRC’s  Transportation  Institute.  He  said  high  fares  had  already  helped  to  make  the  ^ 
operational  Shanghai  maglev  a  commercial  failure.  "Its  ticket  revenue  is  only  100  million  yuan  a  year,  so  it 
will  take  100  years  to  break  even." 

Sound  a  bit  familiar?  Maybe  HSR  can  learn  a  lesson  or  two  from  the  Chinese.  t  '  "  L,  /  )  ' '  5 

Report  Objectionable  Content  J 
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I  want  to  urge  the  High  Speed  Rail  Commission  to  consider  OTHER  options  than 
routing  the  HSR  line  up  the  center  of  the  peninsula.  There  was  very  little  available 
publicized  information  before  the  election.  If  I  had  known  about  all  the  issues  I  would 
have  voted  differently. 


The  peninsula  has  some  of  the  most  desirable  and  valuable  real  estate  in  the  world.  My 
home  currently  shares  a  boundary  with  the  Cal  Train  right  of  way.  I  don’t  want  an  HSR 
in  my  back  yard.  I  may  even  lose  my  home.  Eminent  domain  is  an  ugly  concept. 


VM t 
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I  feel  that  the  HSR  would  separate  the  peninsula  towns  into  an  East  side 
there  will  be  a  large  structure  separating  the  two  sides.  Undergroui 
the  peninsula  is  my  preferred  option. 


Please  consider  placing  the  bay  peninsula  routing  under  ground  or  stopping  it  in  S 
Sincerely  concerned 

a 
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aybe.  Omitting^^2-lJVl^^ 
around  or  sfonnina  it  in  SmTflose. 


Carolyn  Jo  Home 
4249  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
March  3,  2009 
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I  want  to  urge  the  High  Speed  Rail  Commission  to  consider  O  THER  options  than 
routing  the  HSR  line  up  the  center  of  the  peninsula.  There  was  very  little  available 
publicized  information  before  the  election.  If  I  had  known  about  all  the  issues  I  would 
have  voted  differently. 


The  peninsula  has  some  of  the  most  desirable  and  valuable  real  estate  in  the  world.  My 
home  currently  shares  a  boundary  with  the  Cal  Train  right  of  way.  I  don’t  want  an  HSR 
in  my  back  yard.  1  may  even  lose  my  home.  Eminent  domain  is  an  ugly  concept. 


I  feel  that  the  HSR  would  separate  the  peninsula  towns  into  an  East  side  and  West  side  as 
there  will  be  a  large  structure  separating  the  two  sides.  Underground.  Maybe.  Omitting 
the  peninsula  is  my  preferred  option. 

Please  consider  placing  the  bay  peninsula  routing  under  ground  or  stopping  it  in  San  Jose. 


Sincerely  concerned 


Carolyn  Jo  Horne 
4249  Park  Blvd 


C  COltiti/'YJ  Jq 


Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
March  3,  2009 
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I  want  to  urge  the  High  Speed  Rail  Commission  to  consider  OTHER  options  than 
routing  the  HSR  line  up  the  center  of  the  peninsula.  There  was  very  little  available 
publicized  information  before  the  election.  If  I  had  known  about  all  the  issues  1  would 
have  voted  differently.  — 

The  peninsula  has  some  of  the  most  desirable  and  valuable  real  estate  in  the  world.  My 
home  currently  shares  a  boundary  with  the  Cal  Train  right  of  way.  I  don’t  want  an  HSR 
in  my  back  yard.  I  may  even  lose  my  home.  Eminent  domain  is  an  ugly  concept. 

I  feel  that  the  HSR  would  separate  the  peninsula  towns  into  an  East  side  and  West  side  as 
there  will  be  a  large  structure  separating  the  two  sides.  Underground.  Maybe.  Omitting 
the  peninsula  is  my  preferred  option. 

Please  consider  placing  the  bay  peninsula  routing  under  ground  or  stopping  it  in  San  Jose.j^ -  ^ 


Sincerely  conce 


■47  (v«f)  1A 
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Jonathan  A.  Horne 
4249  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
March  3,  2009 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Robert  Horstmeyer  [rhorstmeyer@gptpartners.com] 
Friday,  March  13,  2009  4:54  PM 
HSR  Comments 

FW:  SAn  Francisco  to  SAn  Jose  HSR  Route 


Hello: 


Can  you  answer  me? 

Bob 

Jfc'  ( ( 

Robert  J.  Horstmeyer 

Managing  Director 

GrowthpoTimt 

‘tscHttoteev  pARTWEftB 

Direct  Phone:  650-322-1859 

Cell  Phone:  650-714-6476 

Main  Number:  650-322-2500 

Fax:  650-461-8506 
rh0rgtrneyer@gptp3rtners.cQm 

GrowthPoint  Technology  Partners,  LLC 

835  Page  Mill  Road 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94304-4011 
website:  www.qntDartners.com 

From:  Robert  Horstmeyer 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  03,  2009  7:08  PM 

To:  comments@hsr.ca.gov 

Subject:  SAn  Francisco  to  SAn  Jose  HSR  Route 

Hello: 


I  just  read  an  article  in  the  local  newspaper  that  said  the  high  speed  rail  train  will  run  on  the  existing  right  of  way  for 
CalTrain  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose. 


^  7. 


Is  that  true? 


5^1 


If  that  is  a  correct  fact  as  reported  in  the  news;  can  you  please  tell  me: 

-  how  fast  the  trains  will  travel?J  ^  2- 
--  how  frequently  they  will  run?3~^s‘  ^  Sc^a*-^*-*"**" 

-  will  they  run  24  hours  a  day?  ^ 

--  how  much  noise  will  they  make  in  normal  operation?  y  . 

-  what  is  the  damage  radius  {purely  from  kinetic  energy)  for  a  derailed  train  at  the  proposed  speed?  J  l 
--  will  the  rail  crossings  use  the  same  gates  as  now  used?^)^  2- 

-  Where  the  train  will  stop  on  the  peninsula  "J  ^ 

-  How  much  noise  they  make  braking  and  accelerating  from  their  stops  J  v 

-  what  is  the  safety  history  of  these  trains  when  operating  under  similar  conditions  as  expected  on  the  peninsula  . 

--  will  the  train  be  fossil  fuel  engine  driven  or  electrified^  i  .  J 

-  is  there  operational  experience  operating  these  trains  at  the  proposed  speed  within  a  few  meters  of  moving  traffic 
and  people  on  sidewalks 

-  what  is  the  operational  experience  for  associated  structural  damage  to  buildings  located  with  50  meters  of  the  train  l \  / 

trackks  _ _ 3  't. 

0  sk-U 

Thanks  for  your  help  / 


l 


J-  -SC^Ii 


Bob 


Robert  J.  Horstmeyer 
Managing  Director 

Direct  Phone:  650-322-1859 
Cell  Phone:  650-714-6476 
Main  Number:  650-322-2500 
Fax:  650-461-8506 
rhorstmeverPqptpartners.com 


GrowthPoint  Technology  Partners,  LLC 
835  Page  Mill  Road 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94304-4011 
website:  www.qptpartners.com 


The  information  in  this  email  may  contain  privileged  and/or  confidential  information  and  is  intended  for  the 
named  recipients  only.  If  you  are  not  the  addressee  indicated  in  this  message,  please  do  not  copy  or  deliver  this 
message  to  anyone.  In  such  case,  destroy  this  message  and  notify  us  immediately  by  replying  to  this  email  or  by 
calling  us  directly  at  650-322-2500.  If  you  prefer  not  to  receive  future  emails  of  this  type,  please  let  us  know  by 
replying  to  this  email.  [GrowthPoint  Technology  Partners,  LLC] 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Joss  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts  alternatives 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  Hiqh-SDeed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 
□  February  25  -  Millbrae 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


M 


tFebruary  26  -  Palo  Alto 

i 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 
_  City:  A/f0 


State 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 
Address: 


Phone:  /(■So)  -  f,.?  a  /  Fax: _ 

KK  Q  r-M  *'V~V  V  Z>  k  A.^.oo  .  C_o 


Ah  Zip: 


rr"  ;■ - — -T - - - -  E-mail:  jyyvtnrm^ny  tO  Lj 

S-f.  ,  0 

^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


t  -\ 


^  L  / 


^ o 

J-o 


«  /  4-  /  5  4^- 

>  s  ^  t 


cr 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jeremy  Hubble  Oghubble@gmaiI.com] 
Monday,  March  09,  2009  9:25  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


It  is  important  to  ensure  that  the  pedestrian  environment  is  maintained  along  the  high  speed  rail  corridor. 


Jtfl  TVaM'c 


Any  new  overpasses  or  underpasses  constructed  should  contain  sidewalks  on  bike  lanes  on  both  sides. 

A  simple  conversion  of  a  grade  crossing  to  an  overpass  or  underpass  will  make  the  the  train  crossing  more 
difficult  for  pedestrians  and  cyclists.  Failing  to  provide  a  pathway  on  one  side  will  only  make  things  worse. 
The  replacement  of  a  grade  crossing  will  help  speed  automobile  traffic.  Even  if  priority  is  given  to  pedestrian 
improvements,  automobile  travel  time  will  still  be  faster  -  even  if  enhanced  pedestrian  facilities  make  it  a  little 
slower  than  the  maximum  possible. 


$2  6rub- 


Also,  any  grade  crossings  that  are  eliminated  should  be  replaced  by  pedestrian/bicycle  crossings.  While  a  detour 
to  the  nearest  crossing  would  be  only  a  minor  inconvenience  for  a  motor  vehicle,  it  would  be  a  much  more 
significant  impediment  to  pedestrian  or  bicycle  travel. 


In  addition,  grade  crossings  that  had  been  closed  earlier  and  rail  crossings  that  currently  restrict  pedestrian  or 
bicycle  travel  should  be  made  pedestrian  friendly.  Some  examples  include  Bernardo  in  Sunnyvale  and  Blossom 
Hill  in  San  Jose.  In  the  case  of  the  first,  a  key  route  is  currently  blocked  off.  There  is  a  plan  in  place  for 
building  a  bike  bridge.  This  can  be  incorporated  into  the  high  speed  rail  plan.  In  San  Jose,  the  road  overcrossing 
restricts  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access.  Pedestrians  instead  have  sought  grade  grade  crossings.  It  is  critical  to 
make  any  vehicle  crossing  also  pedestrian  accessible  in  order  to  maximize  pedestrian  access.  Even  freeway 
crossings  should  also  have  closely  located  pedestrian/bicycle  crossings  in  order  to  ensure  maximum 
accessibility. 


#2  (raJjL- 


ai 


Enhanced  pedestrian/bicycle  can  help  the  environment  and  enhance  high  speed  rail  in  two  key  ways: 

1)  Enhancing  pedestrian  access  along  the  route  helps  reduce  emissions.  If  a  trip  across  the  tracks  is  a 
comfortable  five  minute  walk,  most  people  will  walk.  If  limited  facilities  make  it  an  uncomfortable  ten  minute 
walk,  more  people  will  drive.  If  lack  of  facilities  turn  it  in  to  a  45  minute  walk,  just  about  everyone  will  drive. 
This  could  result  in  the  train  actually  increasing  local  emissions. 

2)  Providing  high  quality  and  frequent  pedestrian  facilities  reduces  the  likelihood  of  illegal  crossings.  Illegally'~| 
crossing  the  high  speed  tracks  can  lead  to  a  quick  death.  It  can  also  slow  and  damage  trains.  Even  extensive 


W  UHi*- 

&rnjje. 


HI  Tnffic, 


fencing  can  not  block  the  most  determined  track  crosser.  However,  a  quick,  safe  crossing  in  the  desired  area  i-l 


will  make  things  not  worth  the  effort  and  greatly  reduce  the  illegal  crossings.  This  will  reduce  delays  and 
damage  caused  by  illegal  pedestrian  crossings. 


Jeremy  Hubble 
Sunnyvale,  CA 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jeremy  Hubble  Oghubble@gmail.com] 
Monday,  March  09,  2009  9:37  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Bike  access  on  high  speed  rail 


3  M 


Currently,  all  northern  California  commuter  trains  provide  access  for  bicycles.  The  Caltrain  corrider  from  San 
Jose  to  San  Francisco  has  one  of  the  highest  demands  for  bike  on  board  capacity.  The  high  speed  rail  trains 
should  provide  significant  onboard  'roll-on'  bike  capacity.  The  high  speed  trains  could  be  in  significant  demand 
for  long-distance  commuting.  Bicycles  are  often  required  to  travel  to  job  locations  throughout  Santa  Clara  and 
San  Mateo  counties.  Bike  capacity  could  also  make  other  long-distance  travel  possible. 

Allowing  bike  capacity  allows  for  greater  car-replacement  ridership  on  the  trains.  It  also  reduces  parking 
demand  near  the  stations.  This  allows  for  more  space  near  stations  to  be  devoted  to  residential  and  office  space.. 
This  in  turn  leads  to  greater  increases  in  demand  for  the  train  and  more  significant  reductions  in  car  travel. 

Bike  capacity  is  preferable  to  'shuttles'  from  train  stations  in  that  it  allows  all-day  access  and  can  effeciently 
provide  service  to  many  office  locations  that  shuttles  cannot  effectively  serve. 

Roll-on  bicycle  capacity'  along  the  entire  high  speed  rail  line  would  help  maximize  the  environmental  and 
developmental  benefits. 


Jkt  (*j) 


Jeremy  Hubble 
Sunnyvale,  CA 


l 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


fnrncnn^h  J°r  attendin?  *°day’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns 

R®P0^Env'ronment^?mpad^tatwn^a(E?fV&sF^eSsrapingapTOcessate^he?ps'to  k^nWfy^ro^ert1n^acts™temat!res^ 

retum  c— ts  *“  'he  California  High-Speed 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process, 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 


Please  leave  your  form  at  the 
your  comments  are  included  in 


comment  table 
our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


T-sc  Air 
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COLDWELL  PRLO  fiLTO 


r.omments@,hsr.  ca.ggv 


March  28, 2009 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director,  ATTN: 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
Board  of  Directors 
Calif.  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt  and  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors: 


I  have  been  a  resident  of  the  city  of  Palo  Aho  for  the  past  forty  years,  and  I  am  also  a 
Realtor  -who  has  worked  in  residential  real  estate  sales  for  the  past  twenty  years  m  the 
Mid-Peninsula  area.  I  wish  to  submit  some  information  to  you  regarttagthe ^plan  to 
install  the  High  Speed  Rail  tracks  above  ground  through  the  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and 

f^aTupwrter  of  the  concept  of  the  High  Speed  Rail,  however,  from  the  time  I  toed 
about  this  plan  in  the  fall  of 2008 1  believed  that  the  only  realistic  route  for  the  rail  line 
would  be  underground  either  via  a  trench  or  tunnel  plan  for  the  route  from  Palo  Alto 
through  Atherton.  This  area  is  unique  for  the  route  because  it  would  affect  these 
residential  communities  and  a  significant  number  of  single  family  homes  adjacent  to  the  ^ 

existing  Cal  Train  tracks. 

I  represented  a  proposed  Buyer  of  a  home  in  the  Felton  Gables  area  of  Menlo  Park  in  ' 
October  of 2008.  The  buyers  were  in  contract  to  purchase  a  lovely  home  when  an  artic  e 
appeared  in  the  Palo  Alto  Daily  News  describing  the  proposed  rail  line  and  the  uproar  foe 
plan  had  created  in  the  neighborhood  and  city  of  Menlo  Park.  The  buyers  backed  out  of 
the  contract.  They  actually  lost  down  payment  funds  in  excess  of  forty  thousand  dollars 
as  a  result  of  the  decision  to  withdraw  from  the  contract.  They  apparently  were  concerned 
about  the  potential  loss  of  property  values  and  harm  to  the  quality  of  life  m  that 
community. 


The  proposed  above  ground  rail  line  with  a  proposed  four  track  or  more  system  fails  to 
address  the  following  concerns: 

1 .  The  noise  and  disruption  in  the  neighborhoods  adjacent  to  the  Cal  Train  line.  The 
prospect  of  freight  trains  on  a  line  which  only  has  one  current  freight  tram  per  day 
would  severely  impact  the  quality  of  life  along  foe  rail  line.  Trains  running  every 
five  to  ten  minutes  twenty  four  hours  each  day  would  change  the  total  nature  of 
our  intact  residential  communities.  Fifteen  or  twenty  foot  walls  with  overhead 
wires  would  create  visual  blight  for  our  cities. 


ft- 1  /Vo/M, 
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2.  The  property  values  along  the  l^etane'nttos  ^  ^ 

residents  within  view  and  earshot  of  the  train  will  lose  neraenuuu*  J 

properties. 


3  CSof  buying  up  properties  at  the  grade  crossings,  along  the  most  narrow 
sections  of  the^Cid  train  hues  and  adjacent  to  any  proposed  stahons  would  be  m 
the  millions  of  dollars  through  the  eminent  domain  proems.  - 

A  When  the  citizens  voted  for  the  fall  2008  bond  measure  they  assumed  that 

5KS535SKr4atss.«=*-- 

lines  as  they  did  in  Los  Angeles  with  the  tunnel; mg of 
the  “  Red  Car  “  rail  line.  My  understanding  is  that  this  tunnel  machine  can  be  u  e 
«™d  wi[C  little  disruption  to  the  traffic  and 
foot  Understand  that  they  just  leave  the  tunnel  boring  machine  buned  m  the 

world  E  a  system  whh  the  tunnels  underground  which  would  ^rve 
as  a  example  of  tta  most  effective  and  least  impactful  system  for  a  residential 

7  Uritettemany  miles  of  open  space,  industrial  community  and  conunerciat  lands' 

XSbyTI^e  groundsystem  the  cities  of  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and 
Afoerton  are  primarily  upscale  residential  cities  whose 
values  and  futures  depend  on  a  preservation  of  period  home  w® 

established  neighborhoods  and  integrity  to  their  current  city  layouts.  These  rax 

and  community  members  deseive  to  have  a  HSR M 
fs  buriedhi  the  ground,  provides  undergiound  access  and  would  not  interrupt  the  J 
well  established  pattern  of  life  in  these  older  towns., 

8  The  citizens  approved  the  rail  project,  however,  during  this  P®  .  . 

Authority  needs  to  design  a  project  which  is  safe  to  use  with  the  least  impact 
featnlnmes  which  will  enjoy  the  benefits  of  this  21“  century  transportation 

system. 


&•»**•*’ 
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I  maintain  that  any  cost  to  a  tunnel/and/or  trench  plan  would  be 
costs  of  buying  up  properties  through  eminent  domain  as  well  as  the  enormous  cost 
grade  level  separLons  along  the  Mid-peninsula  corridors.  The ^nbe  p  d 
under  creeks  and  acquafirs  and  thus  preserve  the  quality  of  life  and  integrity  of  our  ^ 

Peninsula  neighborhoods. 


ft  2.  ^rujjL  !**k{<tv\  i 
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Yours  truly^ 


Leannah  Hunt 

245  Lytton  Ave.  suite  100 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


TOTAL  P.03 


Commodore  C.C,  Hutchinson,  AFL 

$bO  North  Sixth  St  #105 

San  Jose,  CA  $$112 

bPd  2?5  023.2  (sorrey  no  e-mail) 


JAN  2  2  2009 
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20  January  2009 


Too  Whom  It  May  Concern; 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

925  L  Street  Suite  li;25 
Sacramento,  CA  95811; 


Hello: 

First  congratulations  din  passage  of  Prop  1-A  which  this  department  a  life  long 
rail  fan  and  rail  suppoehter  voted  fori 

Second  am  writing  too  enquire  if  very  general  information  and  outline  for  the 
High  Speed  Rail  plans  are  available  in  written  form?  Please  note  I  dont  have 
E-Mail  and  am  not  good  oneusing  computers. 


Third  I  understand  that  the  Authority  may  wish  too  put  up  a  new  Railway  station 
in  san  Jose  which  while  understandable  think  the  historic  1935  Southern  Pacific 
Railway  Station  (Dirdcn  Station)  should  be  preserved  and  saved  as  its  a  part  of 
Joses  historey  and  as  many  may  know  was  erected  after  the  relocation  project  of 
existing  Southern  Pacific  Railway  Tracks  in  San  Jose,  prior  too  1935» 


Thank  you  £ov  reading  this  and  any  possible  infomation  will  be 
"S^incerly, 


Commodore  C.8.  (Choo-Choo)  Hut chin sen, AFL 


#  & 
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San  \ 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Jewel  Hutt 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

#\s 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  scp  _ 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  a  a 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their~W  P"^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^  a 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property-^  t  pVCjp 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  b^O 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Jewel  Hutt 

4281  Los  Palos  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Vipul  Jain 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  , , 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  n 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 


schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 


How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ‘  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  / 


*  “5 1 

sed  air  r'  1  [JrTi 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Vipul Jain 

30  Roosevelt  Cir,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  2:57  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  Sell  off  Air  Rights  to  Rail  Road  Right-a-Way  &  Tunnel 

High  Speed  Rail  &  Tunnel  a  New  Electric  Cal  Train  System 


- Original  Message - 

From:  John  Forsyth  James  [mailto:john.james@apr.com] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  07,  2009  9:01  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  Sell  off  Air  Rights  to  Rail  Road  Right-a-Way  & 
Tunnel  High  Speed  Rail  &  Tunnel  a  New  Electric  Cal  Train  System 


To  the  high-speed  rail  Athority, 


"U\'« 

I  work  in  Palo  Alto  and  follow  the  news  about  the  high  speed  rail.  I  voted  against  the  I  '0 

measure  that  passed  last  November.  \  ^ 

I  think  that  the  high  speed  rail  is  a  good  thing  if  implemented  correctly  but  did  not  havel^V  ce> 

'  '  . .  ' 


enough  information  at  the  time  it  was  up  for  vote  to  be  in  favor  of  it. 


I  am  in  favor  of  full  fore  tunneling  along  the  lines  of  what  Tony  Carrasco  (a  prominant  local 

Palo  Alto  Architect)  and  Steve  Emsley  (The  director  of  the  City  of  Palo  Alto’s  planning  J  \/l 

department)  proposed  in  a  newspaper  article  published  serveral  months  ago  after  the  high-  ^  . 

speed  rail  measure  narrowly  passed.  This  proposal  would  sell  off  air  rights  to  the  section  of.^0 
right-a-way  that  crosses  the  city  of  Palo  Alto  and  I  would  proposes  that  it  continue  through  ^ 
Menlo  Park  and  Atherton.  The  proposal  noted  that  in  the  high  density  areas  like  Palo  Alto 
near  downtown  that  new  commercail  building  could  be  constructed  and  sold  off  as  only  owning 
the  air  rights  above  the  land  owned  by  the  railroad.  This  revenue  would  offset  the  cost  of 

tunneling  the  high  speed  rail  lines  and  up  grading  caltran. 

Sincerely, 


John  Forsyth  James 
Alain  Pinel  Realtors 
578  University  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
iohn.iamesiaapr.com 
650-218-4337 


l 


1-3C  <%© 


Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Caroline  Japic  [carolinej@sbcglobal.net] 

Sunday,  January  25,  2009  7:58  PM 

HSR  Comments;  senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov;  pdrekmeier@earthlink.net; 

peter.drekmeier@cityofpaloalto.org 

tdarezzo@yahoo.com;  Haris  Japic 

Please!  Elect  No  Build  Option  for  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose,  CA  Hig  Speed  Rail  Initiative 


Greetings: 

I  am  writing  to  strongly  express  my  concern  about  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  initiative.  I  live  in  Palo  Alio  in 
the  Southgate  neighborhood.  This  project  will  dramatically  negatively  affect  our  neighborhood.  The  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  portion  of  the  project  is  proposed  to  go  through  Palo  Alto  and  my  back  yard,  which 
simply  isn't  necessary.  I  ask  that  you  consider  other  options  -  along  Highway  101  or  from  San  Francisco  directly 
east  to  the  Central  Valley.  The  change  this  high  speed  train  will  bring  to  Palo  Alto  is  devastating.  Would  you 
want  to  125  mile  per  hour  train  with  ugly  grade  separations  and  overhead  lines  in  your  back  yard? 


Again,  my  husband,  children  and 
San  Jose  portion  of  the  plan. 


stanchly  oppose  this  plan  ask  for  a  "No  Build"  option  for  the  San  Francisco  t 


VnQ 

i  ^ 


oppose,- 


Regards, 

Caroline  and  Haris  Japic 

1 655  El  Camino  Real,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

650-326-6981 


l 


T-sc 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Eric  Jensen 

I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


Name 

Eric  Jensen 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  $ 

very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  . ^ 

j£c,  \ 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ** 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ,0v 

. .  y9  ' 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their''#'  ’ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  C\\V 

_  Address  Additional  Comments  on  the  Card  I 


241  Colorado,  Palo  Alto  94301 


IT-5C 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  David  Jeong 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  4^ 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  .  i 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^  of)\G  3^^ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  A  q 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  \  » 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  ,  , 

du » 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air#' aeS  \--YJ 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CK^  7 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

David  Jeong 

4056  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

1-3C  ^ 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jian  Ma  [majian@gmail.com] 
Thursday,  March  19,  2009  7:16  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  I  oppose  the  HSR  going  through  Palo  Alto. 


Palo  Alto  is  a  densely  populated  area.  My  house  is  some  200  feet  from  the  track.  The  noise  would  be  flofa 

unbearable. 


Additionally,  I  highly  doubt  the  usefulness  of  such  a  system,  after  billions  of  money  spent.  I  really  don’t  see  that 
much  people  traveling  between  SF  and  LA.  .Among  my  family  and  our  friends,  I  see  people  in  SF  traveling  to 
LA  only  for  vacation  purposes.  And  for  this  purpose,  we  do  need  cars  after  arrival  to  move  around  in  LA.  LA 
is  not  a  city  for  public  transportation.  I  can  rent  one  down  there.  But  then  the  benefit  of  the  HSR  would  be 
heavily  compromised.  Almost  none  of  my  friends  drive  up  from  LA  to  SF.  There  isn’t  much  attractions  they 
haven't  been.  J 


^  , 

#3  kfalif  1/teJi 


If  no  ridership,  then  there  would  be  no  money  to  return  investment  or  even  maintain  the  FISR. 
Sounds  to  me  HSR  is  a  very  bad  idea. 

I  didn't  get  the  opportunity  to  vote  on  HST  earlier.  I  would  have  said  No. 


II  t 


Ma  Jian 


1-5C  - 


l 


Kris  Livingston 

Dan  Leavitt 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:39  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  not  in  favor  of  high  speed  line  going  through  palo  alto 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


From:  Valerina  [mailto:valerina@pacbell.net] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  03,  2009  7:44  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  not  in  favor  of  high  speed  line  going  through  palo  alto 


I  am  against  the  High  Speed  line  being  built  in  Palo  Alto. 

I  believe  it  is  dangerous  for  it  to  be  built  next  to  the  High  School,  [  SA-vtfcA  —i  Aoefv\fL>'  c 

It  also  takes  a  historically  beautiful  neighborhood,  set  next  to  Stanford  University,  one  of  the  most  beautiful  I  ^  i  ^  ^ 

universities  in  the  West,  and  divides  the  pastoral  and  small  town  beauty  of  the  city.  _ 1 

I  also  feel  that  High  Speed  Rail  should  end  at  San  Jose  and  not  proceed  u p^-^t 2- 1^ 

the  peninsula.  If  it  does  proceed  up  the  peninsula  it  should  be  built  underground^^  ^ 

Truly, 


Valerie  Joseph 


260  Miramonte  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
valerina@pacbell.net 


i 


1-sc  aair 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  3:06  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message----- 

From:  Ken  Doye  [mailto:kjoye@adobe.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  5:07  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  ljoye@pacbell.net 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  HST 

Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 

San  Francisco  to  San  lose  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street  Suite  1425 
Sacramento  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 

— j^rVl  u 

This  message  is  to  provide  our  input  regarding  the  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  portion  of  theV?^^ 
High  Speed  Rail  project.  We  moved  into  our  home  in  1991  and  both  voted  in  favor  of  the  2008  J 
High  Speed  Rail  ballot  initiative.  Now  that  some  details  of  the  plan  have  become  more 
prominent,  we  have  some  concerns. 


Yin 


Our  back  fence  is  located  37  feet  from  the  existing  CalTrain  tracks,  our  back  door  is  locatec/^ll 
79  feet  away.  As  such,  we  expect  that  constructing  the  High  Speed  Rail  along  the  existing 
CalTrain  right-of-way  would  have  considerable  impact  upon  our  family  home.  I 


Of  course,  CalTrain  had  been  in  service  for  decades  before  we  moved  into  our  home  in  18  yea I 
ago.  However,  the  frequency  of  trains  has  clearly  increased  since  the  recent  introduction  of 
the  Baby  Bullet  service.  We  have  been  able  to  tolerate  that  increase  but  are  concerned  about  iQ  .  i 
the  High  Speed  Rail  plans.  ** 


How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  125  mph  through  a  residential  neighborhood?  Can  you 
guarantee  the  safety  of  our  family  and  neighbors? 


— ^ 
(Safety 


How  will  ambient  noise  levels  be  affected  by  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  at  higher^ 
speeds?  What  is  the  current  decibel  level  and  what. are  the  projected  levels? 


I  1/lOlQ^ 


How  will  you  avoid  separating  portions  of  our  community  under  the  current  plan?  What  is  t 
impact  upon  flora  and  fauna?  Will  residents  of  our  neighborhood  lose  their  homes  or  se©*- 
their  property  values  erode?  What  is  the  projected  impact  upon  the  tax  base  which  support 
our  local  schools  and  civic  services?  ^  | 


^4 1  V?iplop\  i  cA 


Perhaps  most  importantly,  what  is  the  plan  to  mitigate  visual  impacts  of  an  elevated  — - 

structure?  Recently,  we  took  CalTrain  to  the  San  Francisco  station  and  walked  up  to  Marke 
Street.  When  we  approached  the  101  structure  where  it  crossed  5th  Street,  we  wondered  if 
that  was  what  we  would  face  in  our  backyard?  How  will  we  be  able  to  sit  in  our  backyard  o 
have  a  picnic  on  the  lawn? 


A\p  o  w^eAy) 


1 


J 0  6 


It  is  common  practice  to  build  airports  away  from  population  centers,  to  lessen  their  impact  / 
upon  the  surrounding  communities.  In  light  of  that,  why  isn't  there  a  plan  to  steer  the  High/^TJ^ 
Speed  Rail  away  from  neighborhoods  such  as  ours?  j 


We  are  concerned  that  our  home  is  unsellable  now 
started  to  appear.  What  information  do  you  have 
the  existing  CalTrain  right-of-way? 


that  the  details  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  have 
about  time  on  market  for  homes  located  aloni 


? 


What  will  happen  to  CalTrain  service  while  the 
constructed? 

respectfully, 

Ken  and  Lindsay  Doye 

3793  Park  Blvd 

Palo  Alto  CA  94306-3431 


High  Speed  Rail 


elevated  structure 


is 


kioveiaadobe.com 
li oveQpacbell . net 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Lindsey  Joye 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 


Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^  ‘ 


-£\  YvOiSC- 


schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


$1 


3L-SC  2ec? 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Jim  Kaflea 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
SafetV? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  v  \  . 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  theirJo^-tA^ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ’ 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  r  I 


devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  #  l  uHj 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ‘  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Jim  Kaflea 

2376  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:44  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Karen  Kalinsky  [mailto:kalinsky@stanford.edu] 

Sent:  Saturday,  February  28,  2009  4:34  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  city.council@cityofpaloalto.org;  Planning.Commission@CityofPaloAlto.org 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To:  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

cc:  City  Council  of  Palo  Alto,  Planning  &  Transportation  Commission  of  Palo  Alto 


I  attended  the  public  information  meeting  in  Palo  Alto  last  Thursday  regarding  the  High  Speed  Rail  from  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose.  I  was  not  surprised  that  a  large  number  of  those  attending  the  meeting  were  angry.  To 
many  of  us  who  support  the  HSR  and  voted  for  it,  it  came  as  a  shock  to  learn  that  the  current  proposed  plan  is  t 
build  a  wall  to  elevate  the  train  along  SF  Peninsula  corridor. 


t-7  lA , 


While  I  strongly  believe  that  HSR  is  environmentally  important  for  California's  future,  I  am  concerned  about  itsTj!p( 
impact  on  the  quality  of  life  in  Palo  Alto  and  my  neighborhood.  I  am  willing  to  concede  that  the  CalTrans  right  /  iyi4pXCfb> 
of  way  makes  die  most  sense  for  the  local  section  of  High  Speed  Rail  connecting  Los  Angeles  to  San 
Francisco.  _ J 


Given  that  (and  trying  not  to  be  NIMBY  about  the  issue):  — 1  . 

1)  Constructing  a  tunnel  from  SJ  to  SF  would  be  the  most  desirable  option  in  terms  of  minimizing  impact  on  the 

quality  of  life  along  the  Peninsula  corridor.  J  , 

2)  If  a  tunnel  is  built,  the  idea  of  a  greenbelt  above  it  with  bike  and  walking  paths  along  its  entire  length  is  a  V 

great  idea. 

3)  If,  for  economic  feasibility  reasons,  it  is  decided  that  the  tracks  must  be  elevated,  then  elevated  tracks  similar 

to  BART  in  the  East  Bay  (with  column  supports,  and  a  greenbelt  underneath)  arc  a  much  better  solution  than  a  As&0\ v^ 
wall.  _ _ ^  "  r 

4)  I  think  the  wall  is  an  unacceptable  solution.  It  would  effectively  create  a  more  divided  Palo  Alto  (and  othepfc  \  E 2f 

cities  along  the  Peninsula),  when  we  could  use  the  opportunity  of  a  greenbelt  (under  the  tracks  or  over  a  tunnel)  7^  ■  cpev\ 
to  create  more  unified  cities  —  with  many  more  points  of  connection  across  the  CalTrans  right  of  way.  fad  t 

Creating  communities  that  can  be  traversed  by  bike  and  foot  is  also  important  to  California's  &lTY&TnC^Gv7U- 

environmental  future.  ^—4  Z 

5)  While  I  would  love  for  the  HSR  to  stop  in  Palo  Alto  for  the  convenience  of  being  able  to  board  close  to 
home,  I  am  not  sure  that  it  makes  sense  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  added  expense  versus  the  added  ridership 
revenue.  It  would  be  better  to  put  the  funds  toward  a  non-wall  solution  to  the  grade  separation  problem. 

— *  l 

Let's  get  more  people  out  of  cars  by  building  a  High  Speed  Rail  with  an  associated  bicycle  and  pedestrian? 
friendly  greenbelt  in  all  of  the  urban/suburban  areas  it  crosses!  That  would  be  an  accomplishment  worthy 
of  California's  role  in  environmental  leadership.  r  l  'Tr&th  c  % 


Thank  you  for  considering  my  input. 


Yours  truly,  Karen  Kal  insky 

210  E.  Meadow  Drive 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Chris  Kantarjiev  [cak@dimebank.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  10:20  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Gentlemen: 


I'm  writing  to  express  my  concerns  about  the  plans  for  the  CHSR  segment  that  is  proposed  to 
run  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  While  I  understand  that  the  vision  of  the  entire  project^ 
is  "San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  in  three  hours",  it  is  becoming  clear  that  most  of  the  | 

planned  trains  won't  meet  this  goal  -  and  that  the  cost  of  continuing  the  CHSR  up  the 
Peninsula  beyond  San  Jose  are  unacceptably  high. 


I'm  not  only  concerned  about  the  direct  costs  of  expanding  the  existing  CalTrain  corridor  to' 
accomodate  the  CHSR,  but  also  the  indirect  costs  to  the  communities  that  lie  along  the  right 
of  way. 

I  live  in  Palo  Alto,  on  the  west  side  of  the  existing  corridor.  The  proposed  above-ground  — 
grade  separation  construction  would  be  an  absolute  disaster  for  Palo  Alto  -  from  the 
standpoint  of  dividing  the  city,  adding  visual  blight,  lowering  property  values  and  engaging 
in  eminent  domain  battles. 


The  CHSR 1 s  website  proposes  lovely  view  of  the  trains  running  in  a  trench  with  a  traffic 
boulevard  on  either  side.  Unfortunately,  there  really  is  no  opportunity  to  build  such  an 


dt  (  gT "jsvnrYiont 
1  Sepaya-iuh 

dpvWLLl^ 


arrangement  in  Palo  Alto!  The  right-of-way  is  encumbered  on  both  sides  along  its  entire  PoO/w 

length  -  but  a  heavily  used  commute  corridor  on  one  side  (Alma)  and  by  houses,  schools,  and?  nD?u£rtiov\ 

parks  along  the  other.  An  open  trench  with  sloped  sides  is  not  an  option  here  -  and  I  don't) 
think  that  it  is  going  too  far  to  say  that  the  CHSR  website  is  deceptive,  if  not  outright 
fraudulent.  There  was  not  adequate  documentation  of  the  routing  decisions  that  had  been  mad£l 
before  the  November  vote  -  I'm  fairly  certain  that  the  vote  would  have  gone  differently  if 
all  had  been  made  well-known. 


W>1' 


Tunnelling  strikes  me  as  a  viable  alternative  -  admittedly  with  more  expense  and  some 
disruption  -  but  this  risks  difficulties  with  the  requirements  imposed  on  the  existing  right 
of  way  by  Union  Pacific's  existing  operating  agreements.  — • 


&  lAwwe-i 


Which  leads  me,  ultimately,  to  suggest  that  the  right  answer  is  to  stop  the  CHSR  at  San  JoseT^ZH^^l‘^W^- 
and  make  the  transition  to  CalTrain  as  efficient  as  possible.  Spend  money  on  improving  lA 

CalTrain 's  peninsula  service.  This  is  the  way  that  most  European  cities  deal  with  their  higivjj 

speed  rail  endpoints  -  Paris,  for  example,  has  five  different  train  stations  on  the  outskirts - 

of  the  metro  area.  Travellers  often  make  train  changes  that  involve  a  station  change  -  where! 
the  station  change  is  effected  by  a  trip  on  the  underground  Metro  subway.  This  is  much  more 
sensible  than  trying  to  force  high  speed  rail  *through*  the  densely  populated  areas. 


Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


\&7Jwe^v\ 
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Christopher  A  Kantarjiev 
1530  Portola  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

UNIQORN@aol.com 

Sent: 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  5:22  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

High  Speed  Rail  Project  -  Comments 

Hello, 

I'm  writing  to  add  a  couple  of  comments  to  the  discussions  on  high  speed  rail  development  along  the 
California  coast  corridor. 


The  nub  of  my  comment  is:  My  major  concern  is  to  assure  that  the  tracks  will  be  developed 
and  maintained  in  such  a  way  as  to  reduce,  rather  than  increase,  discomforts  and  damages  to^ 
those  who  are  in  the  vicinity  of  the  tracks. 


H  \*W 


Following  are  more  detailed  comments. 


1 .  I  fully  support  the  proposal  to  build/modify  track  to  support  high  speed  rail.  I've  used  it  in 

other  countries,  and  feel  we’re  simply  way  behind  the  others  in  having  this  very  viable  alternative  to 
flights  between  cities  up  and  down  the  California  coast.  ^ 

2.  My  wife  and  I  live  in  Palo  Alto,  one  block  from  the  Caltrain  tracks."!  ^  ^ 


"  -'-i  ^ 

3.  When  the  house  was  purchased,  the  tracks  were  already  there.  It  was  a  known  factor,  and  take  n 
in  stride  as  such.  Sound  and  shake  levels  were  checked,  and  accepted  at  the  existing  levels.  4 _ 


4.  When  we  are  in  our  house,  we  are  aware  of  the  passing  of  trains  on  the  tracks.  Once  we  installe|<%\  WfijL 
double-paned  glass,  the  sound  levels  were  significantly  lowered.  Before,  we  needed  to  interrupt 
conversations  for  a  minute  or  so  as  trains  passed;  now  that’s  not  a  problem.  We  appreciate  that 
technology  can  help  make  accommodations  for  other  technological  advances. 


5.  While  we  don’t  feel  the  passage  of  normal  trains,  we  now  do  feel  some  vibrations  in  the  house 
when  the  relatively  new  express  trains  pass  by  at  somewhat  higher  speeds.  We  have  increased  7 


cracking  in  our  walls  since  the  implementation  of  the  express  trains. 


5.  I’ve  read  enough  about  how  tracks  are  maintained  in  other  countries  to  be  aware  that  extremely 
good  track  construction  and  maintenance  is  necessary  for  high  speed,  bullet,  or  TGV  trains  to  move 
at  their  potential  speeds. 


|i=2 quks  . 
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6.  I  hope  and  assume  that  we  are  indeed  talking  about  high  speed  trains  for  California,  that  travel  a 
150  to  200  mph.  We  supposedly  have  "high  speed"  trains  [Acela]  running  between  NYC  and 
Washington  DC,  but  they  only  cut  about  30  minutes  off  the  regular  three  and  a  half  hour  train  rides 
they  are  not  truly  high  speed.  If  we  are  only  talking  slightly  faster  trains,  it’s  not  worth  the  time, 
money,  and  inconveniences  being  proposed.  We  should  certainly  be  able  to  do  what  they  do  in 
Japan  and  Europe  ...  we  don’t  even  have  to  invent  it,  just  implement  it. 


7.  My  major  concern,  given  that  we  feel  the  passing  express  trains,  is  to  assure  that  the  tracks  fo| 
the  high  speed  trains  (which,  again,  we  support  having)  will  be  developed  and  maintained  in  such 
a  way  as  to  reduce,  rather  than  increase,  discomforts  and  damages  to  those  who  are  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  tracks.  ^ 
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8.  As  I'm  not  an  expert  in  the  field,  I  don't  know  that  depressing  the  tracks  is  "the  best"  answer, 
expect  that  engineers  and  others  will  help  develop  the  best  answer.  Please  just  do  be  sure  that  it  is 
developed  in  such  a  way  that  it  does  not  have  negative  impact  on  those  of  us  who  live  within  impact 
range  of  the  tracks. 


3 


Thanks  for  working  on  this  project  and  for  working  to  get  it  done  well  and  right  for  all  of  us-^p  3 


Rick  Kaplowitz 
181  El  Carmelo  Ave 
Palo  Alto  94306 


Hurry!  April  15th  is  almost  here.  File  vour  Federal  taxes  FREE  with  TaxACT. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

BKarney@aol.com 

Sent: 

Thursday,  April  02,  2009  10:44  AM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 

Hi, 

I'm  writing  to  let  you  know  that  I  strongly  support  having  HSR  use  the  CalTrain  corridor,  and  the  sooner  it  can  be  built  the 
better.  \ 


I  hope  you  will  decide  to  put  a  station  in  Mountain  View  rather  than  Palo  Alto.  We  are  a  more  populous  city  and  have  [  ^  ^ 

better  connections  to  the  freeway  system  and  light  rail.  With  the  planned  development  of  the  NASA  land  near  Moffett 
Field  we  may  soon  also  have  a  larger  job  base  than  Palo  Alto.  — — ^ 

I  think  a  station  here  would  face  less  local  opposition  than  in  Palo  Alto,  and  could  be  a  key  to  the  revitalization  of  the  entire 
Moffett  Boulevard  Corridor. 

Cheers, 

Bruce  Karney 


oejr^ 


833  Bush  St. 

Mountain  View,  CA  94041 

Chair  of  Mountain  View's  2008  Environmental  Sustainability  Task  Force  (appointed  by  the  Mayor) 


Cheers, 

Bruce  Karney 
650  450-0332 
bkarnev@aol.com 

Solar  Photovoltaic  Marketing  and  Finance  Expert 
http://www.linkedin.com/in/brucekarnev 
blogging  at  http://mvsolar.bloaspot.com 


Feeling  the  pinch  at  the  grocery  store?  Make  dinner  for  $10  or  less. 
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rvris  Livinasion 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:59  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
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From:  Marilyn  Keller  [mailto:marilynkeller(g)gmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:40  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy 

Director,  ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS, 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority,  925  L  Street,  Suite  1425, 
Sacramento,  CA  95814. 


I  have  several  concerns  regarding  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose: 


4T  II  ivrfvo 


1 .  The  proposal  that  was  on  the  ballot  was  misleading  to  those  of  us  on  the  peninsula.  We  were  lead  to  believe  „  '  ^ 

that  the  rail  would  have  far  fewer  impacts  on  our  community.  The  current  plans  were  not  accurately  disclosed  ^  _  , 

to  the  public.  I  don't  know  of  anybody  in  Palo  Alto  who  anticipated  such  a  huge  and  loud  proposal.  People  \vtft>rvwe4 

here  are  usually  quite  aware  of  what  information  is  presented  to  the  public.  1 


2.  I  can't  believe  that  the  anticipated  ridership  numbers  begin  to  make  sense.  Why  would  so  many  more  trips  ^  ^  ^ 

be  expected  between  the  bay  area  and  southern  California  than  currently  occur  for  daily  commuters  between 

San  Jose  and  San  Francisco?  Commuters  use  the  train  up  to  ten  rides  per  week.  Riders  going  further  would  be 

far  less  numerous.  Therefore,  the  true  costs  would  far  outweigh  the  calculated  benefits.  This  doesn't  even 

include  costs  due  to  negative  impacts. 


3.  The  proposed  tracks  through  Palo  Alto  will  have  many  negative  impacts  on  local  transportation.  Thousands  7  #  L  , 
of  school  children  currently  use  bicycles  to  commute  to  school,  many  near  or  crossing  the  railroad  tracks.  The 
proposal  must  provide  safe  bicycle  access  for  children  crossing  the  tracks  and  Alma  Street  to  and  from  school. 

If  these  students  have  to  rely  on  cars  because  of  increased  hazards,  really  loud  trains,  or  limited  access,  our  city  'J  1  Chcnp 
will  become  gridlocked  with  too  many  drivers.  This  is  not  improving  transportation  for  our  community  or  our  J??  4 
state.  This  also  results  in  more  air  pollution  in  California  associated  with  more  car  trips.  __J^ 


4.  Building  the  proposed  rail  project  in  the  already  congested  peninsula  will  result  in  increased  construction  "1^  ^ 

costs  due  to  access  limitations  working  on  very  busy  streets.  There  just  isn't  room  to  jam  in  extra  tracks  in  this- ^  ' ' 

very  crowded  area.  In  addition,  the  real  estate  here  is  about  the  most  expensive  in  the  world;  hardly  an  ~7  lw 

economic  place  to  increase  a  right-of-way.  • — * 


5.  Noise  impacts  will  need  to  be  avoided  or  mitigated.  The  proposed  train  will  impact  large  neighborhoods  in 
Palo  Alto,  one  of  the  main  high  schools,  and  other  local  people.  The  current  train  is  near  ground  level,  which 
minimizes  the  area  impacted  by  the  train's  noise.  Raising  the  tracks  will  create  noise  not  appropriate  to  well- 
established  otherwise  quiet  neighborsods.  Real  estate  is  too  expensive  for  people  to  move  if  they  can't  take  the. 
noise.  Not  being  able  to  sleep  is  a  big  impact  for  many  people  in  local  neighborhoods. 


#  I 
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I  urge  you  to  reconsider  the  costs,  benefits,  and  negative  impacts.  I  don't  think  anyone  voted  to  pay  for 
something  with  such  huge  costs,  disturbing  impacts,  and  such  minimal  benefits.  People  on  the  peninsula  will 
fight  this  poorly  thought  out  plan  to  the  end. 

Marilyn  Keller 
3476  Waverley  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:59  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  James  Kempf  [mailto:james.kempf@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent:  Friday,  January  30,  2009  7:42  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


1  live  in  Mountain  View  and  I  travel  often  to  Japan  and  Germany  for  business.  In  these  areas,  high  speed  rail 
often  goes  underground  or  on  viaducts  rather  than  at  ground  level  especially  in  heavily  populated  areas.  I  have 
trouble  envisioning  a  high  speed  rail  running  at  ground  level  or  slightly  elevated  through  downtown  Mountain 
View  because  it  is  so  densely  populated. 


The  best  option  I  believe  is  to  completely  move  the  rail  line  underground.  In  Japan,  the  bullet  train  runs  through 
the  entire  length  of  Tokyo  underground.  This  would  open  up  an  enormous  opportunity  to  redevelop  the  city  to 
unify  what  today  are  two  halves  of  the  city.  The  land  above  the  rail  line  could  be  leased  and  the  money  used  to 
partially  fund  the  tunnel.  Technology  to  build  such  tunnels  is  well  developed.  It  would  be  expensive  but  it 
would  result  in  a  complete  transformation  of  Mountain  View's  urban  landscape.  For  it  to  work,  it  would  need  t<J> 
be  combined  with  a  really  efficient  multimodal  transportation  center.  The  current  center  is  a  bit  of  a  joke.  Most} 
Japanese  cities  would  be  ashamed  to  have  such  a  poor  excuse  for  a  train  station.  Americans  like  the  fact  that  th 
station  building  is  "historic"  but  so  are  pit  toilets.  It  doesn't  mean  we  put  them  in  a  place  where  they  need  to 
play  a  central  pail  in  people's  daily  lives. 


b 
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If  this  option  isn't  viable,  then  1  would  suggest  running  the  line  on  a  viaduct  along  the  route  of  101,  and  putting 
a  multimodal  transit  center  (maybe  moving  the  poor  excuse  in  downtown  Mountain  View)  at  the  Moffet  Park 
light  rail  stop.  This  could  combine  the  light  rail  with  the  high  speed  train.  A  viaduct  would  probably  be  cheaper 
but  placing  the  transit  connection  outside  of  downtown  would  result  in  much  inconvenience  for  people  who 
have  to  change.  One  of  the  worst  problems  with  American  transit  systems  is  the  poor  interconnection.  The  VTA] 
light  rail  doesn't  even  go  to  the  airport  or  San  Jose  train  station  for  example.  A  European  or  Japanese  transit 
planner  that  set  up  such  a  system  would  never  see  another  job. 


Finally,  you  may  w'ant  to  consider  running  the  line  through  or  under  the  San  Jose  airport  and  the  San  Francisco] 
airport.  Again,  integration  of  transit  is  the  key,  where  people  can  *walk*  from  one  transit  modality  to  another 
and  not  have  to  take  a  30  minute  ride  on  another  modality  with  10  minute  wait  to  catch  it.  This  would 
allow'  getting  off  a  plane  from  Europe  and  onto  the  high  speed  rail  for  a  trip  to  LA  or  Portland,  rather  than 
taking  another  plan.  And  that  is  the  key  to  reducing  the  carbon  footprint  of  our  transportation  system,  and 
thereby  saving  the  world. 


James  Kempf 
Mountain  View'.  CA 


l 


JL-3C  g&f 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Peggy  Kenny  [mailto:peggywrites@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  10:37  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hello! 


I  support  high  speed  rail,  and  support  its  path  through  the 
is  based  on  my  prior  understanding  that  the  tracks  would  be 
above. 


peninsula.  However,  that  support 
underground,  with  park  area 


I  would  definitely  not  support  elevated  tracks  through  residential  neighborhoods,  for  reasons 
of  safety,  serenity,  and  aesthetics.  The  risks  to  children  who  attend  schools  near  the 
tracks,  and  have  to  cross  the  tracks  to  attend  other  schools  is  simply  too  much.  Such  a  plan 
does  not  meet  the  test  of  common  sense,  and  should  be  abandoned  in  favor  of  the  underground 
option. 


*1 


Thank  you, 
Peggy  Kenny 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Peggy  Kenny  [peggywrites@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  17,  2009  1:48  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  HSR:  San  Francisco  Peninsula  segment 


I  fully  support  the  HSR  along  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula,  under  these  conditions: 


1.  The  tracks  are  underground 

2.  There  is  a  stop  in  Palo  Alto  to  serve  Stanford  and  the  Peninsula  area 

Thank  you, 

Peggy  Kenny 
Palo  Alto 
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From:  HSR  Comments 


Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:03  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Floyd  Kessler  [mailto:fkess05@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  9:32  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Nina  Bell 


Subject:  HST 

Do  not  plan  to  use  the  SP  tracks  on  Alma  Street  for  the  220mph  HST.  This  plan  will  be  a 
danger  to  the  safety  of  the  Palo  Alto  community  and  it's  residents.  If  you  must  have  it  move 
it  to  the  101  corridor  not  in  the  middle  of  our  city.  It's  unconscionable  that  it  could  even 
considered. 

Floyd  S.  Kessler 


4272  Los  Palos  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Floyd  Kessler 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ' ' 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  i  ru*s& 

Mnico  I  QVfolc  I— I  rm;  nniro  Im/nlr  kn  k%!  - . — . - t _ _ J.  J. : 


Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  A  n 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  \9\C?  U  -k  r 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  V 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Floyd  Kessler 

4272  Los  Palos  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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rvris  Livinqsion 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


info@hsr.ca.gov 
Friday,  March  13,  2009  7:30  PM 
Info  @  HSR 
CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 
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Contact  Name:  Brian  Kilgore 
Company:  n/a 
Phone:  650-646-8013 
Email:  bkilgore05@gmail.com 
Website: 

Comment: 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt  -  Deputy  Director  ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS  California  High 
Speed  Rail  Authority  925  L  Street,  Suite  1425  San  Francisco,  CA  95814  re:  scoping  period  comments  Mr. 

Leavitt,  I  am  writing  to  express  my  extreme  concern  and  dismay  at  how  the  CA  HSR  Authority  is  proceeding  I 
with  plans  to  develop  high  speed  rail  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  through  the  existing  CalTrain  corridor.  J 
The  proposed  elevated  track  plan  would  be  a  disaster  for  much  of  the  peninsula  in  many  regards.  The  elevated  .  ia/^^ 
tracks,  with  sound  walls,  would  represent  the  largest,  contiguous,  intentional  installation  of  blight  to  be  found  * 
anywhere  in  this  country.  'Hie  few  drawings  and  simulations  I  have  seen  of  what  elevated  tracks  might  look  like  ,  T 
are  horrendous.  A  massive  concrete  wall  dividing  communities,  literally  and  figuratively,  would  be  a  disaster  J  ' 

for  all  the  communities  this  wall  passes  through.  How  many  homes  will  be  consumed  via  eminent  domain  as 
fodder  for  this  project?  How  will  these  people  be  compensated  for  the  unnecessary  destruction  of  their  homes  V-  (> 

and  property?  Considering  that  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  has  some  of  the  highest  property  values  any  where  j  ujAj 

in  the  country,  the  HRS  Authority  should  be  prepared  to  pay  realistic,  and  appropriate  compensation  for  J  frtpA-7 1 
affected  land  owners.  Does  the  HSR  have  the  deep  pockets  to  fund  this  land  grab?  Imagine  46.9  miles  of 
overpass  and  sound  barrier  wall,  and  the  related,  yet  to  be  disclosed  underpasses  to  complete  grade  separations,  4  1 
likely  to  be  covered  with  graffiti,  planted  in  your  neighborhood.  Unacceptable,  no  matter  how  it  is  considered.  brnUstf 
The  40  foot  height  of  the  proposed  elevated  tracks  and  sound  wall  is  completely  out  of  proportion  of  the 
communities  through  which  it  will  pass.  Who  wants  to  live  in  the  shadow  of  such  a  structure?  Such  a  structure  J 
will  cast  a  long  shadow,  blocking  views  and  sun.  The  noise  from  high  speed  rails  is  tremendous,  and  projecting'-  ,  w 
from  an  elevated  platform,  means  that  very  few  people  on  the  peninsula  will  be  spared  the  nearly  constant  *  S  Ubi 

shriek  of  trains  as  they  speed  by  every  few  minutes.  In  addition  to  the  shrieking  of  the  train  as  it  speeds  past,  the 
associated  dust  cloud  that  it  will  generate,  and  subsequently  rain  down  on  near  by  residences  would  likely  be  a  H*  Wj 
severe  health  hazard,  has  this  hazard  been  considered,  studied,  and  evaluated?  I  doubt  it.  I  live  close  to  the  _ 

CalTrain  tracks,  and  I  can  tell  you  with  certainty  that  I  do  feel  the  trains  as  they  go  by.  I  can’t  imagine  having  ul 
my  home  vibrated  every  few  minutes  as  a  seemingly  endless  parade  of  trains  races  by.  Trains  racing  by  on  a  Al/H  ;  0 

constantly  settling  mound  of  debris  and  crushed  rock  contained  within  the  elevated  walls  will  probably  make  an 
excellent  source  for  vibrations  for  even  more  people  to  experience,  unfortunately.  How  will  the  HRS  mitigate 
this?  The  specter  of  literally  years  of  heavy  construction  almost  in  my  back  yard  as  this  project  develops,  is  hardly  j 
to  imagine.  I  imagine  that  HSR  Authority  will  insist  on  a  24/7  construction  schedule.  This  is  completely  , 

unacceptable.  People  can  not  be  expected  to  live,  and  maintain  any  semblance  of  a  quality  of  life  under  such  _ 
conditions.  Statements  made  by  Mr.Spaething  at  the  project  information  meeting  in  Palo  Alto  February  26th,  ^  (j/|i  / 

that  property  values  close  to  this  abomination  will  increase  in  value,  are  patently  absurd.  I  find  the  credibility  of  J  nt  ~ 

the  CA  HSR  Authority  to  be  minimal.  Who  in  their  right  mind  would  consider  having  an  elevated  train  in  their  J 
back  yard  an  improvement?  It  is  clear  to  me  that  the  only  acceptable  way  to  have  HSR  between  San  Jose  and  - 
San  Francisco  is  to  put  it  underground,  or  to  not  have  it  at  all.  If  the  HSR,  CalTrain,  and  Southern  Pacific  trains  t i-l  Tvn.*cd 
were  to  run  underground,  virtually  all  of  the  issues  that  are  of  paramount  concern  to  residents  along  the 
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proposed  corridor  are  mitigated.  Noise,  vibration,  dust,  visual  blight,  the  destruction  of  communities  and 
personal  property,  and  24/7  construction  concerns  all  go  away.  An  added  benefit  of  underground  trains  is  that 
significant  safety  concerns  are  mitigated  as  a  result  of  underground  trains.  For  example,  underground  trains 
dramatically  reduces  the  chance  of  anyone,  or  anything,  straying  onto  the  tracks.  Controlled  access  to  tunnels  at 
a  few  points  further  enhances  the  security  of  trains,  passengers,  and  surrounding  communities.  A  train 
derailment,  or  similar  unforeseen  disaster  would  be  contained  to  the  tracks,  not  projected  into  a  neighborhood. 

Imagine  the  death  and  destruction  caused  by  a  train  derailing  at  125  mph  and  rocketing  into  a  neighborhood 
from  an  elevated  track.  Seismic  hazards  that  are  likely  to  impact  the  HSR  must  be  thoroughly  evaluated,  and 
mitigated.  Considering  that  the  probability  of  a  large,  magnitude  6.7  earthquake  will  strike  the  SF  Bay  area  in 
the  next  30  years  is  63%  http://pubs.usgs.gov/fs/2008/3027/fs2008-3027.pdf  and  that  the  shaking  from  such  an 
earthquake  is  expected  to  be  "strong"  to  "violent"  http://www.abag.ca.gov/  ,  seismic  hazards  can  not  be  ignored. 

Underground  trains,  in  properly  built  tunnels,  would  be  nearly  immune  from  the  affects  of  strong  ground 
shaking  associated  with  the  large  earthquakes  that  are  expected  in  the  SF  Bay  area  in  the  next  30  odd  years.  The 
affects  of  liquefaction  associated  with  earthquake  shaking,  are  also  eliminated  in  an  underground  train  system.  J 
Furthermore,  should  CalTrain/Southern  Pacific  relinquish  the  right  of  way  of  their  existing  tracks  after  the 
completion  of  the  tunnel  system,  and  that  space  is  converted  into  what  could  be  one  of  the  worlds  greatest  urbarj 
green  ways,  the  CA  HSR  Project  would  be  considered  a  marvel  of  engineering,  safety,  aesthetics,  and 
environmentally  green  construction.  I  feel  that  the  no  build  option  is  also  just  as  viable  an  option  as  the 
tunneling  option.  Considering  the  astonishing  cost  to  build  the  peninsula  segment  of  the  CA  HSR,  $5B  to  $10B] 
if  I  recall  correctly,  the  no  build  option  must  be  given  serious  attention.  The  proposed  HSR  project  is  designed^ 
to  transport  passengers  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  in  30  to  40  minutes.  Existing  CalTrain  Baby  Bullet 
trains  perform  the  same  service  in  about  57  minutes.  Previous  studies  of  an  electrified  CalTrain,  for  example 
http://www.arch21  .org/0800part3.html  suggest  that  depending  on  the  electrification  technology  used,  time 
savings  switching  CalTrain  from  Diesel  to  electric  power  between  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  could  be  at  least  7 
minutes,  and  as  much  as  23  minutes.  Apparently,  an  electrified  CalTrain  could  replace  the  proposed  HSR  in 
terms  of  type,  and  performance  of  service.  The  fact  that  existing  CalTrain  infrastructure  could  be  modified  to 
essentially  fulfil  the  goals  of  the  CA  FISR  can  not  be  ignored.  I  propose  that  the  no  build  option,  combined  witlfl  y  a 
the  necessary  infrastructure  upgrades  to  coordinate  HSR  terminating  in  San  Jose  with  other  major  Bay  Area  / 
mass  transit  options  (electrified  CalTrain,  BART  extended  to  San  Jose,  Santa  Clara  VTA  Light  Rail  and  bus  /  ft?  Qlinfo  Ofyak) 
systems)  would  advance  the  success  of  the  CA  HSR  Project  much  more  than  an  uncoordinated  rail  line  J  iwU** 


1 


m  Ml 


Ml 


#1  OffoJi  tio* 

Ay*"')7 


terminating  in  San  Francisco.  Respectfully,  I  wish  to  express  my  opposition  to  a  surface  extension  of  the  CA 
HSR  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco,  either  elevated  or  at  grade.  The  destructive  impacts  imposed  on  all“ 
the  communities  on  the  SF  peninsula  along  the  CalTrain/HSR  corridor  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  surface  HSR 
route  are  difficult  to  imagine  and  the  unnecessary.  Tunneling,  at  least  through  residential  areas,  would  mitigate]  '  , 

virtually  all  of  the  negative  impacts  associated  with  the  surface  implementation  of  the  FISR  system.  p 2  ^ 

Furthermore,  an  underground  train  system  would  enjoy  significant  safety  benefits,  unavailable  to  an  above  /  ^ 
ground  system,  including  seismic  safety,  securing  the  trains  and  tracks,  and  related  equipment.  Finally,  the  no-^  7  .  „  n 
build  option;  terminating  the  HSR  in  San  Jose  and  spending  a  fraction  of  the  expected  $5B  to  $10B  that  would  ^  " 

have  gone  into  HSR  up  the  Peninsula,  into  improving  and  coordinating  existing  mass  transit  options  with  HSR 
trains  in  San  Jose,  is  a  reasonable,  and  very  realistic  alternative  to  the  current  proposal.  Sincerely,  Brian  Kilgore, 

3 1  Roosevelt  Circle  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Margaret  Kim  [margaret@mandk.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  12:59  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority: 


I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  and  am  very  concerned  about  the  High-  Speed  Rail  that  will  beLAnnYM)  iA 
passing  through  our  town.  I  am  an  advocate  of  public  transportation  and  even  voted  in  favoh-^  ((/ruy^ 
of  the  train.  In  no  manner  was  the  High-Speed  Rail  ever  presented  to  our  community  in  the  I 
configuration  that  is  being  proposed  as  the  most  efficient  and  cost-  effective  solution. 


I  live  within  a  block  of  the  train  tracks,  and  have  always  accepted  the  presence  of  the  tram 
as  a  characteristic  of  this  neighborhood;  this  is  not  a  case  of  NIMBY.  I  feel  I  am  a 
reasonable  person  and  am  only  asking  for  reasonable  solutions.  A  15+  foot  tall  wall  (+add  thd 
train  and  increased  noise)  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  corridor  will  be  a  BLIGHT,  notj 
to  mention  a  graffiti  magnet. 


d  , 


I  understand  that  other  options  are  being  explored,  but  I  would  like  to  emphasize  that  the 
option  of  raising  the  tracks  should  NOT  EVEN  BE  A  CONSIDERATION.  Some  communities  have  no 
objections,  as  the  tracks  are  surrounded  by  commercial  zones  and  newer  residences  that  have 
been  built  with  the  additions  to  the  rail  corridor  in  mind.  In  Palo  Alto,  the  rail  runs 
through  the  heart  of  our  community,  surrounded  by  historic  neighborhoods  and  biking/walking 
paths.  Does  it  speak  to  you  at  all  that,  although  we  are  only  second  to  San  Francisco  in 
Caltrain  ridership,  Palo  Alto  objects  to  what  is  being  proposed  as  well  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  decisions  are  being  made? 


£^l\YVV0/V 
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I  have  heard  many  alternative  suggestions  from  my  fellow  citizens,  and  here  is  my  two  cents 
on  what  I  think  would  be  the  most  viable.  I  would  like  to  propose  either  of  the  two. 


U\ v>«b° 


1.  Why  can't  Caltrain  and  the  CA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  work  together  to  share  the  tracks! 
and  keep  them  at  the  level  they  are  now?  I 

I  have  heard  that,  in  Europe,  there  are  instances  where  the  local  commuter  trains  and  the  hi 
speed  trains  DO  share  the  tracks  in  more  populated  areas.  Of  course,  this  will  slow  the  hi- 
speed  a  tad  (but  not  by  that  much  with  the  improvements  to  the  Caltrain  tracks),  but  allow 
the  passengers  to  remain  on  the  same  train  for  the  duration  of  the  ride  all  the  way  to  San 
Francisco.  The  hi-speed  train  can  also  be  worked  into  the  Caltrain  schedule  as  another 
express  train  so  that  it  can  run  in  queue  with  the  other  trains. 


\CA& 


2.  Stop  the  hi-speed  train  in  San  Dose  and  have  a  seamless  transfer  to  a  Caltrain  express 
train  that  stops  only  where  the  hi-speed  train  was  intended  to  stop  in  the  first  place  (Paloi 
Alto  or  Redwood  City,  Millbrae) .  This  would  take  coordination  with  Caltrain,  but  it  CAN  be 
done.  With  the  increased  speed  of  Caltrain  and  the  decreased  speed  of  the  hi-speed  train 
going  through  densely  populated  areas,  the  time  lost  should  be  negligible.  Of  course,  this 
will  require  a  transfer  in  San  Dose  for  those  going  up  the  Peninsula  corridor,  but  that  would 
be  the  job  of  the  two  agencies  to  make  it  as  seamless  as  possible. 

I  feel  that  both  of  these  are  practical  and  cost-effective  solutions.  ^  ^  CWlciA' 

All  it  requires  is  COOPERATION  AND  SHARING.  Dust  please  do  not  built  the 
proposed  15+  ft  wall  would  be. 


I4Z  , 


blight  that  the 
-M  _ 

Sadly,  although  I  am  not  happy  about  the  eminent  domain  issues  and  would  be  happy  if  that 
could  be  avoided,  MY  MAIN  CONCERN  IS  REGARDING  THE  ELEVATED  TRACKS. 
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Of  course,  a  tunnel  is  the  most  ideal  solution  and  I  will  continue  to  push  for  that  with  my 
fellow  citizens;  however,  I  know  that  cost  is  a  major  issue  in  this  and  am  not  sure  a  viable 
solution  in  the  current  economic  state.  The  same  could  be  said  about  trenching.  But  I  would 
vote  for  these  AT  ALL  COST  over  the  raised  track  concept.  , 


Do  we  really  need  to  build  this  monstrosity? 


I  am  all  for  the  hi-speed  train.  I  would  use  it.  I  use  Caltrain  now.^ 

I  will  use  it  more  with  the  improvements  and  the  added  trains.  Will  it  be  noisier  at  myj 
house?  (The  trains  even  rattle  my  windows  as  it  goes  by.)  Absolutely,  but  I  accept  it.  BirEU*2_ (r\o) 
having  the  elevated  tracks  is  TOO  HIGH  OF  A  PRICE  TO  PAY. 


Please  understand  that  many  of  us  love  the  idea  of  the  hi-speed  train.  But  a  project  like 
this  that  affects  so  many  people  in  so  many  different  ways  needs  more  support  from  the 
affected  communities,  and  THERE  IS  A  WAY  TO  GAIN  OUR  SUPPORT.  Please  listen  to  our  concerns 
AND  address  them.  I  think  some  are  fearful  that  as  much  listening  as  you  are  doing,  we  are 
being  told  that  (and  I,  personally,  have  heard  this  stated  by  Mr.  Diridon  at  a  community 
meeting),  ultimately,  it  is  at  the  discretion  of  the  CA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  as  to 
whether  those  concerns  will  actually  be  addressed.  I  cannot  stress  enough: 
please  listen  AND  act.  Now  is  your  chance  to  show  that  you  are  willing  to  work  with  us  and 
make  a  concerted  effort  to  gain  our  support. 


*l| 
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Sincerely, 


Margaret  Kim 

1111  High  Street,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 

margaret@mandk.com 

650-473-1530 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  / 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  tij-Tebruary  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name 


(please  pnnt):  _  ift- 


City: 


Vale  A  liv 


State 


Title  (if  applicable): 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address  3^54  ftJ  Pi&n  P/7V-C  Pflio/f/fc)  (A 

GL'Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 


Phone 

E-maH:  CIaI/G  \f'Vl/’Sx  d  ^ 


Please  comment  clearly. 


-Hus 


dlAQr&Ai 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  doses  on  April  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Claire  Kirner  [chkirner@comcast.net] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  10:43  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


SCOPING  COMMENTS: 


-  I  see  on  your  website  that  the  trip  visualization  function 

Chttp : //www.  cahiehspeedrail .  ca . gov/map . html  for  the  SF  to  Los  Angeles  route  has  a 
visualization  of  a  train  traveling  along  the  bay,  and  the  next  picture  is  of  Diridon  Station' 
in  San  Jose.  I  would  like  to  see  visualizations  of  HSR  across  the  Peninsula  as  it  goes 
through  Menlo  Park,  Palo  Alto,  etc.  I  would  like  to  see  visualizations  of  HSR  travelling 
along  the  Caltrain  corridor,  elevated  to  the  levels  currently  being  discussed. 

|  ff' 

-How  will  you  ensure  that  pedestrian  and  bike  routes  in  cities  such  as  Palo  Alto  do  not  get  \  .-YyKV'  ^  <:'— 

intprP  . — — J 


trip^ 


entirely  disrupted? 


-Palo  Alto  is  seeing  a  huge  growth  currently  in  its  school  aged  population.  How  will  HSR 
affect  Gunn  High  School  students  biking  to  school  along  Charleston  and  crossing  over  what  are 
currently  the  Caltrain  tracks  on  their  way? 


i=a 


-  If  cars,  bikes,  and  pedestrians  go  under  the  tracks  at  the  Alma/Charleston  intersection  irTV:^  J 
Palo  Alto,  how  will  bike  and  pedestrian  safety  be  ensured?  Cars  travel  at  relatively  high  [  ' 

speeds  on  Alma/Central  Expressway,  and  if  they  are  turning  into  a  tunnel  of  some  sort,  will  \ 

they  be  able  to  adequately  see  pedestrians  and  bikers? 


-  Earlier  reports  stated  that  there  would  be  low  noise/visual  impacts  to  surrounding  \ 

communities.  I  would  like  to  have  the  entrance  of  the  Greenmeadow  Park  on  Greenmeadow  Way  \ 


(Palo  Alto)  be  a  test  point  for  visual,  vibration 
usage  capacity  (40  trains/hour,  I  believe...) 


and  sound  impacts  of  HSR  at  it’s 


-How  will  noise  and  visual  impacts  (such  as  the  ones  tested  in  the  question  above) 
mitigated  for  residents  of  impacted  areas? 


& 
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-Will  people  who  lose  their  homes  to  eminent  domain  because  of  this  project  be  able  to  keep 
their  property  tax  status  (number  of  years  owning  their  home  which  affects  their  tax  rate)? 


-  I  would  like  to  see  specific  data  pointing  to  real  estate  trends  in  parts  of  towns  near  HSR 
train  routes.  I’m  not  saying  in  towns  with  an  HSR  station,  but  simply,  towns  through  which 
the  HSR  travels.  If  real  estate  values  are  negatively  affected,  how  will  property  owners  be 
mitigated? 

-How  will  you  mitigate  the  traffic,  noise,  and  pollution  impacts  of  construction  during  the  ( 

nt"?  _-_-3novy^ 


noise 

HSR  building  process  for  neighboring  residents? 


Please  feel  free  to  contact  me  if  you  need  clarifications  about  anything 
stated  above: 


f\  ( (2  / 11 


-Claire  Kirner 
3934  Nelson  Drive 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
650-561-4032 
chkirneria)comcast .  net 


ir^pacTtj, 


r-.sc 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Luisa  Montaini-Klovdahl  [mailto:drluisamk@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent:  Friday,  January  30,  2009  11:21  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
Dear  Sir  or  Madame, 


I  am  a  resident  and  work  in  the  Charleston  Meadows  Neighborhood  of  Palo  Alio.  CA,  home  to  350  of  my 
neighbors  and  friends. 


After  last  night's  meeting,  my  concerns  have  grown  regarding  the  lack  of  specific  information  regarding  thq 
size,  timing  and  type  of  construction,  environmental  impact  and  how  to  include  substantive  feedback  from 
local  communities  impacted  and  process  to  assist  impacted  and  displaced  businesses,  families  and 
communities. 


ihe 
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Previously  I  wrote  about  the  grave  concerns  regarding  plans  of  expansion  and  eminent  domain  along  the 
existing  CAL  Trans  corridor  running  adjacent  Alma  Avenue. 

Ky'~  ■■ - 

The  expansion  through  our  city  would  negatively  impact  the  community,  including  one  of  our  high  schools,! 
area  parks,  residences  and  local  businesses.  eu*w\tC  Wpacfc  \ 


Although  there  might  be  a  perception  that  eminent  domain  would  compensate  any  displaced  residents  with  a 
fair  market  value  for  their  homes,  there  are  additional  consideration  for  these  families.  For  example,  displaced 
residents  could  face  the  difficulties  of  securing  an  affordable  interest  rate  and  higher  property  taxes,  financial! 
forcing  some  to  move  out  of  this  community  we  call  home.  These  burdens  need  to  be  considered  when 
evaluating  compensation. 


*  0 


I  need  to  underscore  that  my  belief  is  that  the  expansion  must  not  occur  along  the  existing  Cal  Trans  corridor, 
due  to  the  harm  it  would  cause  to  the  community,  and  local  residents. 


Regards, 


Kris  KJovdahl 

Realtor  in  Palo  Alto  Coldwell  Banker 
4153  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  California 
510.334.3130 


Luisa  Montaini-Klovdahl,  Ph.D. 
Licensed  Psychologist 
4153  Park  Boulevard 
Palo  Alto,  California  94306 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Luisa  Montaini-Klovdahl  [mailto:drluisamk@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  8:01  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  cma_neighborhood@googlegroups.com 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sir  or  Madame, 


T  am  a  resident  and  work  in  the  Charleston  Meadows  Neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto,  CA  and  have  grave  concerns  1 
regarding  plans  of  expansion  and  eminent  domain  along  the  existing  CAL  Trans  corridor  running  'w 

adjacent  Alma  Avenue. 

The  expansion  through  our  city  would  negatively  impact  the  community,  including  one  of  our  high  schools, 
area  parks,  residences  and  local  businesses.  #  \  GcmruYlfy 

Although  there  might  be  a  perception  that  eminent  domain  would  compensate  any  displaced  residents  with  a  l  , 

fair  market  value  for  their  homes,  there  are  additional  consideration  for  these  families.  For  example,  displaced 
residents  could  l  ace  the  difficulties  of  securing  an  affordable  interest  rate  and  higher  property  taxes,  financially! 
forcing  some  to  move  out  of  this  community  we  call  home.  These  burdens  need  to  be  considered  when  I 

evaluating  compensation. 

I  need  to  underscore  that  my  belief  is  that  the  expansion  must  not  occur  along  the  existing  Cal  Trans  corridor, 
due  to  the  harm  it  would  cause  to  the  community,  and  local  residents. 


Regards. 


Kris  Klovdahl 

Realtor  in  Palo  Alto  Co  I  dwell  Banker 
4153  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  California 
510.334.3130 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:37  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  SF  to  SJ  HST 


From:  Naphtali  Knox  [mailto:knoxnaph@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  March  04,  2009  1:23  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  SF  to  SJ  HST 


I'm  all  for  high-speed  rail,  and  Palo  Alto  voted  for  it  overwhelmingly.  But,  as  always,  we  have  a  lot  of 
naysayers.  When  it  comes  to  change,  "No,  we  can't."  J 

That  said,  I  think  underground  will  be  the  only  way  to  go  through  urban  areas  (I  consider  downtown  Palo 
urban).  I  personally  have  experienced  the  separations  and  blight  caused  by  "the  elevated"  west  and  south  of  t ftp  .  ,  ±-  r 

University  of  Chicago  campus  and  the  elevated  Illinois  Central  tracks  along  the  east  boundary;  and  there  was  ■£[  A^m^ 
the  horrendous  "Chinese  Wall"  that  was  eventually  tom  down  on  the  north  side  of  the  University  of  ^  2 

Pennsylvania  campus  in  Philadelphia  (not  to  mention  a  few  ill-fated  elevated  freeways  in  San  Francisco). 

Above-ground  is  always  short-sighted,  even  when  it  comes  to  simple  power  lines.  Can  you  imagine  BART  J 

elevated  through  downtown  Berkeley?  ^ 


Now  is  the  time  to  get  it  right,  and  engineers,  planners,  and  the  tax-paying  public  will  just  have  to  get  used  to 
the  idea  of  paying  the  extra  costs  for  undergrounding.  The  social  and  monetary  costs  of  building  above  ground 
and  then  having  to  tear  down  and  replace  decades  later  are  much  higher. 


UA< 


Naphtali  H.  Knox,  FAICP 
General  Plans 
1025  Forest  Avenue 
Palo  Alto  CA  94301 
415-699-7333 


Editor,  Northern  News 

http://www.norcalapa.org/pages/chapter/chapter  newsletter.htm 


i 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  SZLPebruary  25  -  Palo  Alto 

Name  (please  print):  }\/^H 

□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

City:  State:  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Phone:^^  Faxy^  ^/>  2&Li> 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

E-mail: 

Address:  P=~  UP/Al 

~T%i&  Aer<c> 

Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


rfWp  Aye  —  l*APj 

(§)  POW  PP  ypv  PPA/v  prv  'tA-u>AlTA,pY'  * 

ft)12=T£lllC  T  ■'J&O 

/§?  PA  ypv  PAAtS  ^  ^1.  0 

pMfr  f  f  1P72J  C  7 izsvnA 

sPVPTl&K)  -T  ^ 


I 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records, 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


T'SC  74k 


U 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


akramer@askergoworks.com 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  6:07  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Letter  to  HSR 


April  5,  2009 


To  the  Members  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 


As  a 


concerned  resident  of  Palo  Alto  I  write  to  express  my  deep  concerns  as  it  relates  to  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail  /  7 

(HSR)  project.  After  attending  several  city  council  meetings  on  the  HSR  it  has  become  quite  apparent  that  the  November  r*  J 
ballot  measure  failed  to  provide  adequate  notice  and  information  to  the  voters  in  regards  to  the  environmental  impact  and  l\AiS.lfuTYi/Vlt3^ 
did  not  include  residents  in  the  process.  ' 


In  addition  to  not  including  residents  in  this  process,  in  its  current  form  the  HSR  project  is  fiscally  irresponsible  to  a! 

California  taxpayers.  California  is  facing  one  of  its  worst  financial  crisis  in  history  and  in  the  midst  of  this  crisis  California  I  . 

taxpayers  are  being  asked  to  fund  the  HSR  through  the  Peninsula  where  Caltrans  is  currently  running.  The  suggestion 

running  the  track  from  Los  Angeles  to  San  Jose  would  offer  the  benefits  of  a  high  speed  rail  with  far  less  impact  to  local"]  ^ 

residents.  If  the  HSR  were  to  terminate  in  San  Jose,  it  could  then  link  to  the  existing  Baby  Bullet  train  from  San  Jose  to 

San  Francisco.  Why  build  a  new  rail  when  the  existing  one  is  already  in  place  at  no  cost  to  taxpayers,  no  impact  to  HA.Sxyv.yfC 

peninsula  residents  and  offers  Caltrans  the  potential  for  increased  ridership?  —  J 


I  urge  the  HSR  Authority  to  consider  the  local  residents  and  include  our  input  as  this  process  continues.  It  is  imperative  ou  i  (OrrAcluSlO^- 
that  this  project  continue  in  an  environmentally  sensitive  fashion  as  not  to  harm  the  quality  of  life  for  Peninsula  residents.  ' 


Sincerely, 


Anne  Kramer 
Palo  Alto  Resident 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

David  Kramer  [Dkramer@askergoworks.com] 
Wednesday,  March  18,  2009  10:48  AM 

HSR  Comments 

High  speed  rail 

HSRA 

What  steps  are  being  taken  to  protect  the  rail  system  from  attack? 

Will  there  be  security  check  points  before  entering  the  train? 

Have  these  costs  been  adjusted  in  to  the  profitability  of  the  train? 

An  Above  grade  train  makes  a  very  easy  target. 

Each  under  pass  is  a  weak  link. 

Why  do  I  think  the  first  thing  was  to  get  this  approved  and  worry  about  the  details  latter? 

David  Kramer 
Ergo  Works,  Inc. 

420  Olive  Avenue  I  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

Tel  650.322.9775  |  Toll  Free  866.275.3746  I  Fax  650.322.9770 

dkramer(3askergoworks .  com  |  www. askereoworks . com 


Ergo  Works, 


HI  Jt'k'l’p 

l*s 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


George  Krueger  [g.p.krueger@sbcglobal.net] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  11:20  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


WE  ARE  LONG-TIME  RESIDENCE  OF  PALO  ALTO,  OVER  50  YEARS,  AND  EL 
INTEREST  IN  THIS  BEAUTIFUL  CITY.  THE  PROPOSED  HIGH  SPEED  TRAIN 
TO  THE  DIGNITY  OF  OUR  FINE  ENVIRONMENTALLY  GRACIOUS  LIVING.. 

f 

WE  DO  NOT  WANT  OR  NEED  NORTH  AND  SOUTH  WALLS,  WITH  100  MPH  TRAINS  EVERY  5W  KTcrnmiv^ 
MINUTES,  DIVIDING  OUR  CITY  EAST  AND  WEST.  WE  STRONGLY  SUGGEST  THAT  THE  J 
PROJECT  IS  BUILT  ON  TP3E  PACHECO  CORRIDOR  IN  THE  EAST  BAY. 


AVE  A  "VESTED" 
PLAN  IS  AN  INSUlL' 


t 


J 


WE  VOTED  AGAINST  PROP  1A  IN  NOVEMBER,  IT  DID  NOT  MAKE  SENSE  THEN  AND  AFTER  ~ 
ATTENDING  SCOPING  MEETINGS  IT  MAKES  EVEN  LESS  SENSE  NOW.  IF  THIS  PROJECT  IS 
BUILT,  WE  IN  PALO  ALTO  WILL  DREAD  THE  OLD  SAYING  "THERE  GOES  TO  .NElGHBORHOODj- 
PROPERTY  VALUES  ALONG  THE  LINE  WILL  DECREASE  SUBSTANTIALLY.  WE  LOVE  THIS  CHI 
DON'T  DESTROY  IT  WITH  THIS  SENSELY  PROJECT. 


lA 


_ fell  ftSAclUUC'-'1 


GEORGE  &  PATRICIA  KRUEGER 
161  LUNDY  LANE 
PALO  ALTO,  CA 
94306 


i 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:44  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Hst 


. Original  Message - 

From:  Barbara  Krzyczkowska  [mailto:barbarak_cpi@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Sunday,  March  01,  2009  8:51  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  barbarak_cpi@sbcglobal.net 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Hst 


The  high  speed  train  project  through  Palo  Alto  is  not  only  going  to  bulldoze  through 
neighborhoods  and  Palo  Alto  High  School,  it's  also  going  to  bulldoze  through  the  relationship 
between  citizens  and  the  government.  Muscling  a  high  speed  train  through  a  well-established 
community  using  eminent  domain  as  your  weapon  will  create  a  Berlin  Wall  between  voters  and 
the  government  jeapordizing  any  future  public  works  projects.  Neither  Palo  Alto  High  School^ 
nor  the  folks  who  own  a  home  adjacent  to  Caltrain  had  any  clue  that  a  high  speed  railroad^-i 
would  be  in  their  neighborhood.  Many,  including  Palo  Alto  High  School  and  the  Palo  Alto  _y 


Tftl  £T  , 
■JWp  emv\&4~ 


,lor  to-lks  wno  own  a  nome  adjacent  to  caltrain  had  any  clue  that  a  high  speed  railroadn^*,™,  I  A. 
would  be  in  their  neighborhood.  Many,  including  Palo  Alto  High  School  and  the  Palo  Alto  _p 
Medcial  Clinic  have  invested  money  and  planning  to  develop  the  land,  and  now  the  railroad  1  q 
threatens  to  derail  all  of  it.  Such  bullying  is  sure  to  tie  up  the  project  in  endless  p  I  <2pipogT{~) £5^ 


litigation.  The  train  should  either  go  through  the  Eastbay  where  there  is  more  growth,  end 
in  San  Jose,  or  possibly  try  the  280  corrider  with  a  stop  at 
Millbrae  on  the  way  to  San  Francisco. 


^tli^iAwevcf 


Barbara  Krzyczkowska 
800  High  Street,  #105 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


„Sajnyx& 


l 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Daniela  [sydney_drk@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05.  2009  10:16  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Daniela  Kuehn 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sir/  Madam: 


I  would  like  to  voice  my  concerns  in  regards  to  the  planned  HSR  from  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose. 


— 


Having  grown  up  in  Europe  I  very  much  appreciate  the  speed,  convenience, 
and  excellent  travel  connections  by  air  or  land  that  hight  speed  trains 
like  the  ICE  in  Germany  are  offering.  Bringing  efficient  travel 
alternatives  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  and  beyond  would  help  ease  the 
traffic  congestion  in  California.  _ _ 


What  concerns  me  greatly,  though,  is  the  plan  to  guide  high  speed  trains 
on  elevated  tracks  through  thriving,  densely  populated  communities,  in  myl^-Z- 
opinion,  high  speed  trains  in  densely  populated  areas  should  run  parallel  Irvu/inn  0 
to  larger  traffic  arteries  like  highways  or  be  underground.  We  are  now  — ^ 
being  told  that  some  route  decisions  are  already  firm,  decided  previously  / m.  /  y 
before  last  November's  ballot,  why  was  this  information  not  clearly  and  1 ■  ' 

('transparently  communicated  before  the  vote?  _ jt VfrV\5ipl*'vy 

xftxYv  fewXvN2x*dk;  - jv  ^  J  / 

Should  the  current  Caltrain  route  continue  to  present  the  HSR  path  of 
choice,  I  would  urge  you  to  consider  tunneling  all  tracks  and  freeing  up  7  }  ,  '  . : , 

precious  real  estate  above  ground.  This  option  creates  great  incentives  /O 

for  local  communities  to  rally  in  support  of  HSR  and  garner  additional  - — a. 
private  funding.  Communities  along  the  current  Caltrain  tracks  could  use  1 
the  available  "land  for  additional  "housing  where  the  jobs  are",  pockets  of  v 

green  lung  parks,  a  continuous  bike  path  along  the  peninsula-  all  ,  ~ 

desirable,  green,  positive  publicity  reaping  objectives.  Additional  \ ( 

housing  would  partially  be  able  to  cover  the  costs  of  tunneling.  Tunnel irigYjk.^ 
will  incur  a  higher  price  tag  than  the  current  design,  but  the  cost  of  |  #  '  ... 

having  elevated  tracks  change  this  beautiful  peninsula  for  generations  to — J-v-lma 
come  is  by  far  greater.  I  see  the  true  chance  of  innovation  bringing  — v/j  (\ 

unique  and  unexpected  benefits  to  a  fully  developed  area.  Bringing  HSR  to  l~  U\nu^~ 

fa  1  -i  -Fr^  rrvi  a  trxnt  x/icinnarx/  -Frxr’oc-i  nht  hi  i+-  u;h\/  ctnrx  thoro?  ^  V 


jockets  of 


j1  CP*^/ 


California  took  visionary  foresight  but  why  stop  there? 


Respectfully  submitted, 
Daniela  Kuehn 


Daniela  Kuehn 
a  resident  of  Palo  Alto 


I'SC  3FI 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:04  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Michael  [mailto:sydney_runner@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  7:16  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Michael  Kuehn 

Subject:  Re:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sir/  Madam: 


I  would  like  to  voice  my  concerns  in  regards  to  the  planned  HSR  from  San  7 
Francisco  to  San  Jose  as  well  as  my  disappointment  about  the  process  by  ^7 p)tsp / A- 

which  the  initiative  and  the  program  are  being  dealt  with  with  the  people 
who  live  in  the  impacted  areas. 


flllrfio 


I  have  seen  highspeed  trains  and  efficient  mass  transport  system  being  put 
in  place  in  Europe  where  I  grew  up,  and  most  of  the  solutions  I  have  seen 
and  benefitted  from  have  been  planned  in  corridors  which  allowed  to  fully 
maximize  the  speed  gain  and  utilize  the  immense  investment  made  on  behalf 
of  the  government  and  tax  payers. 

All  solutions  I  know  have  been  bundled  with  corridors  of  other  road  or  I 
interstate  systems,  away  from  compactly  and  densely  populated  areas  to 
cater  to  a  maximum  to  the  long  distance  traveler.  I 


The  approach  here,  going  thru  highly  polupated  areas  like  the  cities  of 
the  bay  area  compromises  the  high  speed  aspect  of  the  travellers  as  well 
as  living  quality  of  the  people  of  the  impacted  neighborhoods. 


#  1 


I'm  greatly  concerned  about  the  plan  to  guide  the  highspeed  train  on  -  J 
elevated  tracks  through  flourishing  and  densely  populated  areas  and 
communities.  If  such  integration  of  rail  system  and  populated  centers  are v 
necessary  it  got  to  be  tunneled  and  underground.  'Y 


Equally  disappointed  and  concerned  I  am  with  the  process  of  citizen 
communication,  openess  and  dialog  with  the  population.  I  attended  the 
public  hearings  in  the  communities  of  the  bay  area  recently,  and  I  am  so  r  1  "•  ' 
di sappointed  about  the  poor  communication  and  openess  upfront,  way  before 
the  referendum  at  the  November  election. 


The  climate  is  poisoned  by  mistrust,  suspicion  and  anger,  and  a 
constructive  opportunity  is  greatly  missed  for  all  impacted  parties,  the 
communities  as  well  as  the  HSR  program. 


I  urge  you  should  you  not  reconsider  different  routes,  to  consider  |^2_ 

tunneling  all  tracks  and  dedicate  the  freed  up  space  to  community-  afoxwdrt; 

benefiting  building  purposes,  be  it  parks,  commercial  or  other  real  estate  ytrvde^ 
options.  \tt- - 


Doesn't  such  an  important,  expensive  and  impacting  undertaking  have  to 
consider  all  concerned  parties,  and  benefit  the  communities  at  large? 
where  is  your  civil  responsibility? 


M\  . 


Respectfully  submitted, 
Michael  Kuehn 
a  resident  of  Palo  Alto 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:51  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Pravin  Kumar  [mailto:ppk@kumarfamily.us] 
Sent:  Friday,  February  20,  2009  11:47  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Mythily  Kumar 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


We  very  much  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  give  comments  and  feeback  on  the  High-Speed  Rail  Project. 


We  live  at  3348  Emerson  St  in  Palo  Alto.  Our  street  is  one  block  away  from  the  proposed  HST  railway  trades. 
In  principal,  we  are  very  much  for  an  LIST  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose  and  even  more  in  favor  of  an 


HST  between  San  Francisco  and  LA.  However,  we  have  some  serious  concerns  given  that  we  live  so  close  to^ 


the  tracks.  In  order  to  support  this  proposal,  we  would  require  that  the  tracks  be  sunk  below  ground.  This^^^^^^^ 
requirement  is  for  multiple  reasons.The  first  of  which  is  noise,  the  CalTrain  and  freight  trains  create  signTHean^V^  y 
noise  levels  while  transiting  at  their  current  (low)  speed.  A  high-speed  train  would  be  intolerable.  The  second  ^  fo° 
issue  is  safety.  Our  children  cross  those  tracks  every  day  to  go  to  school.  It  would  not  be  acceptable  for  ouiQ 

lu 


children  to  cross  those  tracks  with  an  HST  transiting. 


Pravin  Kumar 
[prah-VEEN]  [koo-MAR] 
+1  650  283  3191 
ppk@.kumarfamilv.us 
ppk007@,gmail.com 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  R.  Lahiri 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


r  SoMa 

Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  " 

very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ° 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  (U)V 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  a 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property-^} 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  1  V?*"  O 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  aesMicS 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

R.  Lahiri 

11842  Placer  Spring  Ct,  Cupertino, 

CA  95014 

None 

I-SC 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  Info  @  HSR 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:58  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  FW:  CHSR  Contact 


From:  info@hsr.ca.gov  [mailto:info@hsr.ca.gov] 
Sent:  Sat  4/4/2009  9:35  PM 
To:  Info  @  HSR 
Subject:  CHSR  Contact 

CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Mark  Lakata 
Company: 

Phone:  650  704  6542 


i^(fclvieK£ 


Email:  mark@lakata.org 
Website: 

Comment: 

I  live  in  Mountain  View,  about  a  1/2  mile  from  the  HSR  right-of-way.  I  realize  that  the  tracks  need  to  be  grade 
separated,  and  I  would  like  to  support  the  idea  of  trenching  and  putting  the  tracks  below  grade.  This  will  reduce 
visual  and  auditory  noise  and  make  the  tracks  safer.  I  lived  for  years  by  the  raised  BART  tracks  near  the  city 
limit  of  Albany  and  Berkeley.  Berkeley,  in  one  of  it's  rare  intelligent  decisions,  required  that  the  BART  run  * 
below  ground  for  the  majority  of  Berkeley,  only  surfacing  at  the  northern  and  southern  ends.  This  made  a 
HXJGE  difference  to  the  quality  of  life  near  the  tracks.  In  Albany,  the  tracks  divided  the  city  into  two.  We  heard 
the  train  pass  several  times  an  hour.  In  Berkeley,  the  tracks  were  covered  with  the  Ohlone  parkway,  which  madel 
the  train  virtually  silent.  The  new  park  strip  also  unified  of  the  neighborhood  as  a  meeting  point  (with  dog  parksj  ,,  ( 
and  playgrounds).  A  below  grade,  trenched  track  will  be  safer  to.  If  a  high  speed  train  derails  below  grade,  it1#\ 
will  only  affect  the  train  itself,  but  if  it  derails  above  grade,  it  can  take  out  a  whole  neighborhood,  sincerely,—® 

Mark  Lakata 


i-  sc 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Lorie  Langdon  [lorie@stanford.edu] 
Friday,  March  27,  2009  9:10  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 


I  think  there  has  been  inadequate  public  notifications  and  input  about  the  High 
Plans! 

The  deadline  for  input  should  be  extended. 


Speed  Rail 


Itf7 

^  c4oh 


The  inadequate  publicity  alerting  the  general  population  of  the  potential  impact  on  them  isj  ^-7/  ^ 

deplorable!!  The  communities  must  be  informed  about  the  consequences  of  this  train.  -J 

Lorie  Langdon 


Lorie  Langdon 

Program  Administrator 

Medical  Scientist  Training  Program  / 

Master  of  Science  in  Medicine  Program 

Office  of  Student  Affairs 

251  Campus  Drive 

Medical  School  Office  Building,  X319 

Stanford  University 

Stanford,  CA  94305-5404 

Phone  650-723-6176 

Fax  650-725-7855 

Email  lorieflstanf ord . edu 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  1 
ReportyEnvironmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  February  25  -  Millbrae 


February  26  -  Palo  Alto 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name  (please  print) 


Title  (if  applicable):  \/i(jZ  fy-gS  PiAn  l  C,  U  C  / 


City. 


Q&O  Alt'* 


"  CA**  (jU> 


Pronely^  ~~  -6  Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address: 


40.6  3  -ear^  ftl'/jL. 


E-mail.  (<g<g.  lp,^hQ\n<fr-\<sy~  fu_  l^O-LTcrD.  C  QAA 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 


Please  comment  clearly. 
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3  TL'Vlb  V7  '--j  Pt  ( |  C'^'0  ky  Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 


1  nanx  you  ror  your  parucipanon  in  tms  important  process  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  tal 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
\  tJ  jgp-  •-  ^  |  p  The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6, 200S 

\\e\e\  qs  an  6)ceup  Pr,|  Ws  TT-y_ 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing  .  t  *f\ 
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CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED  RAIL 
AUTHORITY 

c/o  HNTB 


1330  Broadway,  Suite  1630 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


SAW  -  f^A$®CSSCO.  CA  941 
OS.  MiM  2009 .  PM  ■  S  T 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


iiiiiliiiiliiiiiiisiiSiistsisilciiSilliiiiSssH 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  M.  Lark 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  irn^ 1 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety?  , 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  1 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  SUl'CQS 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  <\ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property^  G  pT^P 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  Jj-  4- 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CO'  Y^U&llty 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

M.  Lark 

3724  Lindero  Dr;  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

I-  3  C 


171  Heather  Lane 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303-3002 


MAR  5  i!009 


March  3,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 

ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project 

EIR/EIS 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  St.,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


RE:  Comments  submitted  here  -  resident  in  region 


As  a  property  owner/homeowner  in  Palo  Alto,  CA,  I  voted  for  HSR  and  support  the 
forward-thinking  plans  of  the  Authority.  I  would  welcome  a  HSR  train  stop  in  the  city  of 
Palo  Alto.  I  think  this  would  benefit  residents,  businesses,  Stanford  University  students, 
etc. 

I  have  become  aware  in  our  local  news  media  of  some  disgruntled  property  owners  who, 
because  of  their  immediate  property  proximity  to  CalTrain  right  of  way  (and  hence  the 
forthcoming  HSR  lines),  have  embarked  on  recent  protests  against  running  HSR  up  the 
San  Francispo  Bay  Area  peninsula,  through  the  city  of  Palo  Alto  and  adjoining  cities. 
Some  of  these  property  owners  are  now  demanding  an  undergrounding/tunneling  of  HSR. 
I  strenuously  object  to  the  idea  of  other  city  of  Palo  Alto  property  owners  being  “sucked 
into”  paying  for  such  a  massive,  costly,  unnecessary  undertaking.  I  have  seen  and  ridden 
on  HSR  and  semi-HSR  rail  lines  in  other  regions  and  do  not  believe  it  will  result  in  some 
sort  of  devastation  here  in  California.  I  also  object  to  litigious  persons  leading  to  delays 
and  cost-ovprruns  on  this  system.  I  look  forward  to  action  on  moving  ahead  with  HSR. 

I  am  confident  HSR  can  be  appropriately  built  all  along  the  San  Fransco  Bay  Area 
peninsula  and  will  be  an  asset  to  the  region  as  well  as  to  residents  and  businesses  in  this 
region.  I  would  ride  IISR  myself. 


It  is  ridiculous  that  some  are  demanding  that  HSR  change  the  northern  California  route, 
to  bypass  the  peninsula  or  to  terminate  in  the  city  of  San  Jose,  requiring  passengers  to 
switch  to  another,  slower  train  or  alternate  transportation  system,  to  continue  up  the 
peninsula  to  San  Francisco. 


Sincerely, 


Palo  Alto,  CA 


USC  -£(a0 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  I 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  '*■/?-(•  /* etc  A 

Name  {please  print): 

Title  (if  applicable): 


Phone: 


E-mail: 


Address 


43"”Ves,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Fold  and  Tape  Before 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Lawrence,  Karen  H.  [mailto:khcl@slac.stanford.edu] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:26  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

I  have  just  learned  that  the  high  speed  train  from  between  SF  and  LA  will  be  going  thru  a  ' 
densely  populated  part  of  central  Palo  Alto  and  may  also  involve  substantially  widening  the 
track  area  to  accommodate  this  train.  I  am  not  able  to  go  to  the  public  meeting,  but  my 
first  reaction  is  concern  about  noise  and  particularly  a  major  expansion  of  tracks  in  that 
area.  If  it  were  just  more  trains  coming  thru  the  existing  channels,  I  would  be  less 
concerned,  but  the  expansion  is  troubling.  Is  there  a  website  with  more  information? 

Karen  Lawrence 


tf2- 


1 


\'SC  "QJool 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  □  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  J  /?_,//)  -C  fr'  'TLst  4 _  City:  '^/f/ &  /} /  _  Stat £l/J~  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable): _  Phone:  (^3^  )3^-  C  /  Fax: _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _  E-mail: 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


al ziP: . 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


APR  1  2009 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


-L'eSc.  /3.(p2> 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:41  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 


-—--Original  Message — — 

From:  Rita  Leard  [mailto:ritaleard@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  March  02,  2009  11:54  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose 


Dear  Reader: 


I  want  to  add  my  voice  to  the  growing  number  of  citizens  who  oppose  routing  the  HSR  from 
San  Francisco  through  the  Peninsula.  I  am  a  strong  proponent  of  HSR,  gladly  voted  for  the 
ballot  initiative  to  support  its  funding  and  was  very  pleased  the  initiative  passed. 


However,  this  densely  populated  string  of  vibrant  communities  would  be  destroyed  by  putting^ 
the  HSR  along  the  tracks  of  the  current  commuter  rail  line  Cal  Train.  Reconfiguring  these7 
tracks  for  HSR  would  require  either  tunneling  the  tracks  (at  tremendous  expense  --  money  tl| 
is  desperately  needed  elsewhere  in  our  state,  e.g.  education,  healthcare)  or  elevating  the 
tracks,  causing  the  construction  of  enormous  walls  that  would  ruin  living  here.  _ 


at  deAvjfc, 


hfv&iiA? 


I  am  also  a  strong  proponent  of  building  high  density  housing  near  transportation  hubs  in  t 
area  to  decrease  our  dependence  on  cars.  However  with  HSR  through  the  Peninsula,  fewer 
people  would  want  to  make  the  investment  to  live  here  because  of  the  negative  impact  on  theP'^-^ 
quality  of  life.  J#U>T&D 


I  recently  read  about  an  alternative  to  routing  HSR  through  the  Peninsula  that  I  thought  was 
brilliant  in  its  simplicity.  Build  the  HSR  to  existing  rail  hubs  in  Santa  Clara/San  Dose. 
These  passengers  could  then  change  trains  to  Caltrain  to  complete  their  journey  to  San 
Francisco  or  points  in  between.  Caltrain  could  add  more  of  the  terrificly  efficient  Baby 
Bullet  trains  to  make  this  leg  of  the  trip  quiet  pleasant. 


While  the  dream  of  a  HSR  line  absolutely  directly  from  LA  to  San  Francisco  is  laudable,  it 
just  is  not  practical.  Let’s  not  destroy  the  Peninsula  --  one  of  the  country's  truly 
wonderful  places  to  live  and  work  --  just  to  fulfill  some  dream.  Let's  do  what  makes  sense 
Let's  not  waste  money. 


Best  regards, 
Rita  Leard 
Palo  Alto 
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KrisJLivincjstoti 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:04  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Bruce  Liedstrand  [mailto:liedstrand@mac.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  January  26,  2009  3:15  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


As  you  proceed  with  the  planning  for  the  high  speed  rail  line  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco,  it  is  essential 
that  you  integrate  the  rail  line  into  the  existing  communities  on  the  Peninsula.  This  is  a  long-term  investment  of 
public  money  and  it  must  be  done  in  a  way  that  enhances  the  quality  of  life  in  these  communities. 


Please  evaluate  fully  the  costs  and  benefits  of  at  least  the  following  three  alternatives: 

1.  At  grade,  like  the  existing  Caltrain  line,  but  with  full  length  security  walls  and  fences. 

2.  In  the  air  on  a  structure  that  permits  free  flow  of  people  and  vehicles  at  grade  underneath  the  structure. 

3.  Underground  in  a  fully  covered  subway,  with  the  opportunity  for  a  new  street  or  other  public  or  private  usi 
above  the  rail  right  of  way. 


a 


If  the  second  and  third  alternatives  are  more  expensive,  please  evaluate  fully  the  potential  for  funding  the 
additional  expense  by  capturing  some  of  the  increase  in  private  property  values  that  will  be  caused  by  the  new 
rail  line.  — 

Please  add  me  to  your  communication  list  and  keep  me  informed  of  your  response  to  my  request  and  of  all  1  >  n_ 
further  developments.  ^  * 


Thank  you. 


Bruce  Liedstrmul 


Community  Design  Strategies 

Liedstrand  Associates 

112  Bentley  Square 

Mountain  View,  CA  94040 

650  4281700 

Liedstrand@iriac.com 

We  believe  in  the  power  of  good  ideas. 


l 
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From:  Cheryl  Lilienstein  <clilienstein@me.com> 

Date:  March  2,  2009  11:49:26  PM  PST 

To:  Peter  Drekmeier  <pdrekmeier@earthlink.net> 

Subject:  fantastic  opportunity:  high  speed  rail 


Ahoy,  Mayor  Drekmeier,  time  for  some  leadership! 


So,  Ok  the  city  counsel  is  a  skittish,  and  are  acting  as  if  they  have  no  power  against  these  "bureacrats”  What 
small  thinking...  Sheesh,  we  WON  this  election  and  WE  are  ready  to  rock.  Meanwhile,  the  nimby s  are  loud.  I 
understand  their  fear,  we've  lived  such  a  long  time  of  being  pressed  into  submission.  But.. .we  have  an  incredible,  m  j  f{f\YO 
opportunity  here!  ' 


Time  for  visionaries  to  step  up  to  the  plate! 


Here  is  my  vision  for  the  high  speed  rail: 

1 .  Tunnel  it,  ^  /T^Jf\V\<\ 

2.  Have  a  beautiful  station  in  Palo  Alto,  featuring  THE  THOUSAND  YEAR  OLD  TREE,  and  solar  panels. 

And,  it's  not  a  new  idea,  but  a  Municipal  Electric  car  rental  and  bike  rentals  at  the  new  and  beautiful  El  Palo  pb  ^ 

Alto  multi-mode  solar  power  transit  center.  (You  stop  here,  Have  a  cup  of  apricot  nectar,  check  out  the  events  yifilofpe, 

in  town  at  an  information  kiosk,  get  maps  of  the  city,  while  you  plug  in  your  iPhone  for  free.  Wireless  intemejT 

3.  Palo  Alto  UNITES  ITSELF  by  claiming  the  Caltrain  corridor  (by  eminent  domain?  or  a  deal  with  Caltrain  or  j 

UbCVwlAcVtl  - 


some  other  legal  mechanism?)  and  uses  the  land  value  to  mitigate  the  cost  of  tunneling,  or  for  public  purposes 


that  ENHANCE  property  values,  AND  quality  of  life  and  community! 


Here  are  some  possible  GREAT  IDEAS  FOR  THE  LAND  ABOVE  THE  TUNNEL! 
ABOVE  ALL  MAKE  IT  BEAUTIFUL  and  GREEN! 


4(lYWTtA, 

vUuei 


A:  Build  (some!)  low  income  housing,  and  get  HUD  money  for  land  acquisition/  building^H  j 

B.  Fruit  orchards:  re-establish  our  heritage  _W\  \p\Q\o <M  (jxSi 

C.  Recreation  areas:  a  few  tennis  courts?  Picnic  areas?  Waterplayjjfr-  {  ^  CpLA 

D.  Dedicated  bike  lane,  with  municipal  outdoor  cafes.]  ^  \  C /j. 

E.  Micro  transit  pathways  to  mitigate  traffic  into  downtown  and  the  HSR  station:  use  tiny  electric  vehicles,  sixj  CX 

passengers  like  in  zoos:  they  stop  at  the  new  cross  streets.  , 

F.  Organic  gardens  :  feed  our  city!  ^ 

G.  Establish  or  extend  retail/commercial  centers  to  serve  the  town  (ahd  help  defray  costs)  Maybe  some" 
permanent  farmers'  market  locations. 

H.  Cates  and  wine  bars  in  a  Golden  Gate  Panhandle-type  space. 


JH  [pyf\(i  0Q, 


So  what  do  we  get? 

—Fast,  quiet,  comfortable,  efficient  transit  to  SJ,  SF  and  LA. 

-More  interesting  PEOPLE  coming  and  going,  and  hopefully  a  younger  population  that  wants  to  live  here 
because  it  can  go  to  a  big  city  in  a  heartbeat.  And,  a  more  green  way  to  do  it. 


_ _ 

-get  rid  of  that  BUTT  UGLY  ALMA  CORRIDOR.  Alma  has  been  hideous  ever  since  I  moved  here,  and  there  ^  ^ 
has  been  no  way  to  do  anything  about  it  because  of  CALTRAIN.  Well,  suddenly,  HSR  is  giving  us  a  golden  e  gg 


Locally, 

—We  get  green  space, 

—we  can  REUNITE  Palo  Alto  (by  having  more  cross  streets  if  we  want  them),  and 


V 
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in  an  open  hand!  We  could  reclaim  that  space  and  remake  Palo  Alto!  It  could  be  functional  and  beautiful  and 
unifying...  high  speed  rail  a  GREAT  OPPORTUNITY  for  Palo  Alto! 

Palo  Alto  could  be  the  COOLEST  PLACE  TO  GO! 

Don't  you  want  young  people  to  WANT  to  live  here  instead  of  moving  to  somewhere  hipper?  Why  aren't  we  at 
least  as  cool  as  Davis?  Don't  we  need  to  rejuvenate  this  community? 

How  do  we  organize  this?  What  to  do  next? 

Cheryl 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


info@hsr.ca.gov 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  5:05  PM 
Info  @  HSR 
CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Cheryl  Lilienstein 
Company: 

Phone:  650  380-6080 

Email:  lilienstein@earthlink.net 

Website: 

Comment: 

Dear  Palo  Alto  City  Council  Members  and  Palo  Alto  Planning  Commission,  and  CAHSRA,  1  am  writing  you  as 

an  excited  supporter  of  High  Speed  Rail  right  UNDER  our  town.  High  Speed  Rail  is  offering  Palo  Alto  a  2  Tv*  4*1 

fantastic  opportunity  to  beautify  and  unite  our  city,  if  we  TUNNEL  IT.  We  have  an  opportunity  to 

enthusiastically  embrace  the  development  of  a  vibrant,  enhanced,  greener,  more  beautiful  and  more  interesting 

place  to  live!  Here  are  some  thoughts  you  may  have  already  encountered  or  generated  yourselves,  but  I  wanted ,  l 

to  propose:  NOW  IS  THE  TIME  TO  GET  INFRASTRUCTURE  MONEY  FOR  THESE  OPPORTUNITIES.  J 

Can  we  tap  Anna  Eshoo?  Barbara  Boxer?  Dianne  Feinstein?  Here  is  my  vision  for  the  high  speed  rail:  1 .  1  l 

TUNNEL  IT:  we  can  improve  our  city  if  we  tunnel  it,  or  we  can  suffer  if  we  don't.  2.  Create  a  hospitable,  J  ^  ' 

beautiful  station  in  Palo  Alto,  which  architecturally  features  in  spotlight ::::  EL  PALO  ALTO  THE  j  dZtfcbh  /A 

THOUSAND  YEAR  OLD  TREE:::  and  power  the  station  with  solar  panels.  And,  it's  not  a  new  idea,  but  -»  /Hri 

establish  a  Municipal  Electric  car  rental  and  bike  rentals  office  at  the  new  and  beautiful  El  Palo  Alto  transit 

center.  As  a  transit  user  or  resident,  you  stop  here,  Have  a  cup  of  apricot  nectar  (the  new,  locally  produced 

refreshment,  see  below),  check  out  the  events  at  Stanford  and  in  town  at  an  information  kiosk,  get  maps  of  the  J 

city,  while  you  plug  in  your  iPhone  or  computer  for  free  on  Wireless  internet.  Towns  in  Europe  have  this:  it  — ^  ^  .  f 

helps  people  find  ways  to  spend  their  time  and  money...)  3.  Palo  Alto  UNITES  ITSELF  by  claiming  the  entire 

length  and  width  of  the  Caltrain  corridor,  and  uses  the  air  value  to  mitigate  the  cost  of  tunneling,  or  for  public 

purposes  that  ENHANCE  nearby  property  values,  IMPROVE  commerce  and  recreation,  AND  quality  of  life  _ 

and  community!  Here  are  some  possible  GREAT  IDEAS  FOR  THE  LAND  ABOVE  THE  TUNNEL!  ABOVE 

ALL  MAKE  IT  SMALL  SCALE,  ARTISTIC,  BEAUTIFUL  and  GREEN!  A:  Build  (some!)  low  income  *  2 

housing,  and  get  HUD  money  for  land  acquisition/building  -there  are  state  mandates  to  decrease  greenhouse  tf  f 

gas  emissions  by  infilling  along  transit  routes.  We  need  young  people  (our  own  children,  in  fact)  to  be  able  to 

afford  to  live  here  and  keep  the  city  vibrant  and  lively.  We  should  do  this  so  we  don't  become  a  city  of  retirees, 

but  a  family-based  environment.  Our  sustainability'  as  a  family-based  society  has  been  eroded  as  our  local 

property  values  increased.  Let’s  make  it  possible  for  us,  and  future  generations,  to  stay  connected  to  our  loved _ 

ones.  B.  Fruit  orchards:  re-establish  our  heritage,  plant  small  orchards  of  apricot  trees  and  plums,  produce  ~"-j  ^  ij 
healthy  snacks  for  the  public:  perhaps  the  city  drink  (apricot  nectar)  for  the  transit  center,  or  dried  fruits  for  the  j  fjS ,  , 


t±2 
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schools.  Re-establishing  orchards  would  increase  a  sense  of  uniqueness  and  place.  C.  Small  scale  Recreation  _ 
areas:  a  few  tennis  courts  you  can  bike  to?  Picnic  areas?  Waterplay?  D.  Dedicated  and  meandering  bike  lane, 
with  a  few  informal  municipal  outdoor  cafes,  sculpture  gardens/environments  that  teenagers  build.  Where  can 
kids  hang  out  in  this  town?  The  "our  recreation  centers"  are  too  formal,  not  natural  enough,  not  w'ell  utilized.  It's 
time  we  made  our  community  hospitable  to  teenagers.  Where  are  the  kids  who  do  not  get  into  the  sports  teams? 
Do  you  ever  see  kids  outside  playing  guitars  in  a  cozy  spot?  How  come  we  don't  create  that  type  of  public  space 
and  value  the  time  of  life  when  home  town  friendships  are  developed,  and  nature  is  explored?  It's  a  real  need.  E. 
Micro  transit  pathways  with  bike  routes,  to  mitigate  traffic  to  the  HSR  station:  let's  use  tiny  eight  passenger 
electric  vehicles,  like  zoos  and  airports  do.  Maybe  we  need  a  few'  more  cross  streets,  California  Avenue?  Loma  _ 


U'4C0 
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Verde?  F.  Several  Organic  gardens  :  feed  our  city!  Establish  permanent  Farmers  Markets  for  growers, 
encourage  the  expansion  of  Community  Supported  Agriculture  by  having  convenient  bikeable  pickup  sites.  G. 
Establish  or  extend  retail/commercial  centers  (California  Avenue,  East  Meadow)  to  serve  the  town  (and  help 
defray  costs)  H.  A  few  cafes,  sandwich  shops,  and  wine  bars,  or  a  beer  garden,  along  the  way,  featuring  locally 
produced  foods  and  wines.  We  live  in  a  beautiful  outdoor  accessible  place:  let's  enhance  this  lovely 
environment,  and  encourage  people  in  the  neighborhoods  to  meet  up  in  their  neighborhood  greenbelt!  So  what  _ 
do  we  get?  --With  a  TUNNEL  we  get:  Fast,  quiet,  safe,  comfortable,  efficient  transit  to  SJ,  SF  and  LA.  --More  ~ 
interesting  PEOPLE  coming  and  going,  and  hopefully  a  younger  population  that  wants  to  live  here  because  it's 
more  fun,  and  because  we  can  go  to  a  big  city  in  a  heartbeat.  And,  a  more  green  way  to  do  it.  Locally,  —We  get 
green  space,  enhanced  property  values,  calmer  street  life,  easier  access  to  schools  and  work  -we  can  REUNITE 
Palo  Alto  (by  having  more  cross  streets  if  we  want  them),  and  -get  rid  of  that  UGLY  ALMA  CORRIDOR. 
Suddenly,  HSR  is  giving  us  a  golden  egg  in  an  open  hand!  The  Caltrain  Corridor  could  be  functional  and 
beautiful  and  unifying...  so  high  speed  rail,  far  from  being  a  threat,  if  TUNNELED,  is  a  GOLDEN 
OPPORTUNITY  for  Palo  Alto!  Palo  Alto  could  be  the  COOLEST  PLACE  TO  LIVE  on  the  peninsula!  How  do 
we  organize  this?  What  to  do  next?  How  can  I  help?  Cheryl  Lilienstein,  4050  Manzana  Lane,  Palo  Alto  CA 
94306  650  380-6080 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  a  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  n  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name  (please  print): 


City:  A'l'h*  State:  Cfi  Zip: 


Title 

(if  applicable): 
Organization/Business 
(if  applicable): 


Phone: 


Fax: 


E-mail :  x  (p to*  C (/m , _ 


Address: 


ra-6*  Af-h.  CA  9?36i  , 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 


-L-  3C  3^ 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:57  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  SF  to  SJ 


From:  David  Littlefield  [mailto:dwlittlefield@hotmail.com] 
Sent:  Tuesday,  February  03,  2009  5:06  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  SF  to  SJ 


The  idea  that  the  high  speed  train  will  run  right  through  Palo  Alto  is  both  shocking  and  upsetting.  There 
is  a  high  school  immediately  next  to  the  existing  Caltrains  tracks  as  well  as  a  hospital.  This  proposal 
would  completely  alter  and  ruin  much  of  what  living  in  this  community  is  about.  When  i  moved  to  Palo 
Alto  with  my  family  several  years  ago  I  knew  it  was  not  out  in  the  country  and  completely  quiet,  but  the 
idea  of  a  high  speed  train  shooting  throught  the  city  blocks  from  my  house  is  unbelieveable.  I  urge  for  ^ 
other  alternatives  to  be  explored  before  scarring  the  cities  of  the  Peninsula  with  this  project.  Thank  you,  J 
David  Littlefield 
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Windows  Live™:  E-mail.  Chat.  Share.  Get  more  ways  to  connect.  See  how  it  works. 
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ient: 


'o: 

Jc: 

Subject: 


Irene  Lloyd  [pak_ratz_blues@yahoo.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  10:08  AM 
HSR  Comments 

city.council@cityofpaloalto.org 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


uili/rk 


I  the  HSR  Authority  we  do  care  about  my  neighbors  and  the  future  of  our  city,  and  others  along  &e  route 


certain  politician  would  even  want  to  think  destroying  people  s  properties  and  health.  P  _  9  if  dclfl 

WESSEX  exPenses?°Would  we  get  a  gj 

price  for  our  homes?  ^  \ 

=s=S532S==l lifgE 

=■— “S£-H=;Ss“==4^ 

accidents  happen  more  often  and  without  sure  way  of  avoiding  them. 


Im-Ms 
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keep  them  clean  and  graffiti  free?  Would  it  be  responsibility  of  HSRA  or  local  governments . 


HSRA  need  strongly  consider  building  the  high-speed  rail  along  either  highway  101  orl-W 

sssss smsmsss-. 
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snarls! 

Personally  we  are  not  totally  against  the  high-speed  rail  -  we  just  want  it  run  quietly  and  invisibly  and  not  \ 
through  our  back  yards. 
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Bernard  and  Irene  Lloyd 

1203  Park  Blvd 
>alo  Alto,  CA  94306. 
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Scoping 


Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thar*  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  ReDort/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives^itiqation 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  ’ 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  P 

Meeting  Date/Location  ' 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo£ounty  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  t/january  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  .  . 

UTS  Ioqo.*  ^  =*  Pa.  lo  A  ltd _ Udh* 

_ Cl _  Phone  c&o .  d  93.  7  ^ 


Name  (please  print): 
Trtle  (if  applicable): 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ 

Address  l%Cp£g  s  y  Pfrftr 

^Ves,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


^ _ _ _ _  _ 

_  Phone:^$Q  .  93.  /3  9  7  Fax: _ ~ 

jq-  E'ma|i:  CV\fy37~ <<Q 
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kt>YA&  orders  aI&gi'C  / fcf^se.d'fib  tc,  bjz\ 

lOi'VK  L o/if'cA  will 


OLO  will 

uu-vk  dec.i5ion5-  wA/cA  w',H 
Vo.  I  F  U)<L  I  iVe.  Qrt  Qj\aC  las+rru}  R&acL  _J 
^  ^  lo  A  If'O,  idkece-  S^SaTh- 


■4;  A  I  »hq. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process, 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


1-5  C  Si 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  fa  /S^  L-  O  M  city:  ^  fa  Z_C>  ^  CST~ ^ 

Title  (if  applicable): 


State? 


PA 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address  IZ^  E  C tl  flU-E  S?To  N  gjS 


Phon e.iaJ'O  3  SO  *4  (3  2^ 

E-mail: 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


A_r 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


-sc  9ca 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Lucy  Loh 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
)n: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  " 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safetv? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ~ 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  . 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  -  SMSP 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ”  ^  1 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  Jffcl 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^  \~V\j 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CK\Y C\ 7 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Lucy  Loh 

4044  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

-3C  373 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Candee  Losacano  [candeeml@yahoo.com] 
Thursday,  April  02,  2009  1 0:53  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  Whom  it  Concerns, 


Please  stop  this  poorly  thought  up  rail  route  plan.  It  makes  absolutely  no  sense  what  so  ever  to  run  it  through  I 


residential  areas.  I  am  not  trying  to  stop  progress  or  the  benefit  of  the  incoming  revenue.  It  does  make  much  1  j.  ry 
more  sense  to  run  the  tracks  along  highway  101!!!  Apparently,  the  initiators  have  no  concern  as  to  how  many! 
lives  they  will  be  ruining.  My  88  year  old  mother  and  I  live  on  Emerson  Street  in  Palo  Alto,  that  parallels  Almi 
Street  and  I  know  we  will  be  destroyed  by  this.  Initially,  I  was  upset  at  the  thought  of  the  amount  of  noise  that  \  ' 
would  be  generated  by  the  rail  addition.  Then  as  the  plans  became  known  to  us  and  the  impact  the  proposed 
route  would  have  on  us  losing  our  home,  I  was  horrified.  Can  you  imagine  losing  YOUR  home!  We  are  not 
wealthy  people,  our  home  is  small,  we  would  not  be  able  to  afford  another  home  with  the  money  would  be  paid7 
tor  destruction  of  our  home.  My  mom  has  been  here  since  1947. 1  was  bom  and  raised  in  this  house.  We  are  notl 
the  “Steve  Jobs”  or  “Larry  Pages”  that  can  afford  to  purchase  another  home  with  the  FMV  they  would  pay  us 
and  call  that  compensation.  If,  they  are  willing  to  pay  for  and  relocate  us  to  another  home  in  Palo  Alto,  that 
would  be  equitable  compensation.  I  know  that’s  not  realistic!  I  don’t  have  the  income(I  was  with  HP  for  23 
years  and  laid  off)  as  I  have  been  unable  to  find  a  job  that  would  enable  me  to  support  myself  and  my  mother  if 
I  had  to  make  mortgage  payments.  I’m  single,  sole  support  of  my  mother  and  at  age  59  I  am  so  frightened  at  this^ 
situation!! !  Please  help  to  see  that  the  route  is  moved  to  run  along  the  101  freeway,  it  seems  so  common  sense 
to  me.  Please  Help  Us!  They  need  to  think  of  the  people  they  will  displace  not  the  money!  Please  fight  againsTT  -^-0\ 
this  route  as  if  it  were  your  house  that  was  going  to  be  destroyed! ! !  \  \  • 


i _ > 


From  an  extremely  scared  and  concerned  Palo  Alto  resident!!! 


Deloma  Losacano 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:44  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Julie  B.  Lovins  [mailto:lovins22@pobox.com] 

Sent:  Sunday,  March  01,  2009  3:10  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  lovins22@pobox.com;  jacsharonsiegel@comcast.net;  johninks@sbcglobal.net; 
la.macias@mountainview.gov;  margaret .abekoga@mountainview.gov;  mkasperzak@mediates.com; 
ronit . bryant@mountainview . gov;  tom . means@mountainview . gov;  kevin . duggan@mountainview . gov; 
cathy . lazarus@mountainview . gov;  michael .f uller@mountainview . gov 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 

I  am  among  the  many  Mountain  View  residents  who  are  very  disappointed  that 
half  our  City  Council,  as  seen  in  a  vote  on  February  24,  wants  us  not  even 
to  KNOW  whether  it's  feasible  to  have  this  train  stop  here.  I  hope  they 
will  reconsider  this  stance  before  sending  in  formal  comments. 

I  do  want  to  know  more,  because,  thanks  to  forethought  and  a  large  City 
investment,  we  have  a  unique  multi-modal  transit  center  downtown,  where 
CalTrain,  Light  Rail,  and  the  VTA  bus  system  converge.  This  would  be  a 
great  place  to  add  a  HST  stop,  too,  if  it  can  be  done  without  additional 
land  use  of  a  sort  that  would  severely  impact  our  current  setup.  So  we 
need  to  know  what's  possible.  Please  include  this  option  in  the  EIR,  etc. 

During  this  discussion,  the  subject  of  transit  center  parking  came  up, 
Clearly  we  need  to  make  transit  center  parking  needs  decrease,  not 
increase,  through  improvements  in  our  "feeder"  transit  options  going  to 
that  location,  and  also  continuing  to  improve  access  by  bike  or  on  foot. 
This  is  also  something  that  our  City  Council  should  be  working  on.  I  hope 
to  see  our  City's  vigorous  collaboration  with  all  agencies  concerned  with 
transit,  including  yours,  on  all  aspects  of  our  regional  mobility  needs. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  considering  my  comments.  — 


tozictw^ 


Sincerely, 


Julie  B.  Lovins 
P.O.Box  390689 
Mountain  View,  CA  94039 


l 
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STATE, OF  CALTFQPNIA— BUSINESS.  TRANSPORTATION  AND  HOT  1SING  AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

DIVISION  OF  RAIL 

1 120  N  STREET 

P.  O.  BOX  942874  -  MS  74 

SACRAMENTO,  CA  94274-0001 

PHONE  (916)654-7543 

FAX  (916)653-4565 

TTY  711 


ARNOLD  SCHWARZENEGGER  r.n,m 
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Flex  your  power! 
Be  energy  efficient! 


August  13,  2008 


Mr.  Jeffrey  Lu 
855  Warren  Way 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 

Dear  Mr.  Lu: 


pECKTVRD 

AUG  2  1  2008 
BY:  _ 


T^Ak  you  for  your  recent  letter  expressing  support  for  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  (HSR)  II 
y  em  We  are  responding  to  your  question  concerning  which  rail  stations  on  the  San  Francisco  ' 
Peninsula  are  most  suitable  for  stops  that  would  be  served  by  the  HSR  system  trains. 

At  the  present  time,  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  (CHSRA)  and  its  consultant  team 
are  beginning  the  project-level  design  phase  of  the  HSR  system.  Implementation  plans  for  this 
new  rail  service  have  not  been  finalized  and  specific  station  stops  will  be  determined  in  future 
service  plans.  As  you  indicate  in  your  letter  some  existing  rail  stations  may  be  suitable  for  local 

for  hsr — -  *  ^ —our 

Cm7lZilttSi8D  implT mtati0n  0fthiS  new  rail  system  is  ^  responsibility  of  the 

ft^^ponTe.  mgy0Ur  ‘°  ^  ^  LeaVitt’  Deputy  Director  for  the  CHSRA  for 

Again,  thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to  share  your  suggestions  on  this  exiting  new  rail  system. 
Sincerely, 


PATRICK  MERRILL,  Chief 
Office  of  Rail  Capital  Project  Development, 
Operations,  and  Marketing 

c:  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt 
Deputy  Director 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


" Caltrans  improves  mobility  across  California" 
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Jeffrey  Lu 
855  Warren  Way 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 
(650)  269-3684 


Mr.  William  D.  Bronte 

Department  of  Transportation 

Division  of  Rail 

1 120  N  Street 

P.O.  Box  942874 -MS  74 

Sacramento,  CA  94274-0001 


August  3,  2008 
Dear  Mr.  Bronte, 

I  appreciate  your  quick  response  to  my  previous  letter  addressing  my  concerns  regarding  California’s  HSR  speed.  I  1/J  , 

have  concluded  that  the  system  operates  at  an  optimal  speed  for  both  the  landscape  and  the  people  of  California  and  l  ^  | 
also  addresses  the  environmental  problems  we  face  today.  — -*■  -  •  >  ' 

As  California’s  HSR  system  finalizes  its  route  plan,  I  would  like  to  express  my  concern  over  an  issue  we  may  face.  I 
realize  that  there  is  a  planned  station  in  either  Redwood  City  or  Palo  Alto  but  believe  that  both  cities  are  poorly 
suited.  Although  the  projected  locations  of  the  stops  may  seem  reasonable  for  a  midpoint  station  between  San  Jose 
and  San  Francisco,  both  cities  are  ill  suited  for  a  high  speed  system.  Both  Palo  Alto  and  Redwood  City  are  occupied 
with  over  60,000  residents  and  the  majority  of  both  cities  are  covered  with  residential  housing  and  small  businesses: 

The  speed  and  noise  generated  by  the  HSR  will  trigger  a  decrease  in  house  value  as  well  as  complaints  throughout  "1 
the  city.  I  advise  that  the  station  be  relocated  to  a  better  location  with  an  even  higher  ridership  of  what  is  estimated| 
in  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City.  A  possible  candidate  for  relocation  is  Millbrae  Station,  where  riders  will  have  the  1 
convenience  to  transfer  to  Caltrain  or  BART.  < — ' 


lA/N 


In  addition  to  my  concern  regarding  the  Palo  Alto/Redwood  City  Station,  I  would  also  like  to  know  which  rail 
system  California  plans  to  utilize.  Many  animations  on  the  California  HSR  website  have  depicted  the  design  of  the 
N700  Shinkansen.  I  gladly  support  the  use  of  Japan’s  Shinkansen  in  California  due  partly  to  their  speed  and  design 
but  moreover  its  reliability.  According  the  Japan  Railways  Group  (JR),  the  Shinkansen  has  had  no  major  accidents 
in  its  operating  history  of  over  40  years  and  transporting  over  6  billion  people.  Other  European  designs  such  as  the 
TGV  and  the  InterCityExpress  have  operated  smoothly  but  both  systems  have  encountered  accidents  that  resulted  in 
fatalities.  — 

Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to  review  my  concerns  and  interests.  I  gladly  continue  to  support  this  thrilling  system 
and  look  forward  to  boarding  California’s  High  Speed  Rail  in  the  future. 


Sincerely, 


Jeffrey  Lu 


T-X-dilU 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  info@hsr.ca.gov 

Sent:  Sunday,  March  29,  2009  12:15  PM 

To:  Info  @  HSR 

Subject:  CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 

Contact  Name:  Yevgeniy  Lysyy. 

Company: 

Phone:  (650)  857-0  847 
Email:  elvsw@.vahoo.com 
Website: 

Comment:  ^ _ 

HSR  doesn't  have  to  go  to  San  Francisco.  Most  people  in  Northern  California  live  outside  San  Francisco  and 
even  outside  the  San  Francisco  "Peninsula".  Plus,  it  seems  there  is  more  space  for  HSR  in  East  Bay.  So  HSR 
must  go  from  Los  Angeles  to  San  Jose  to  Oakland  to  Sacramento  -  just  like  Amtrack  trains  run  now.  Few  San 
Franciscans  live  next  to  the  train  station;  most  people  have  to  ride  to  the  train  station  anyway  -  will  have  to  ride 
a  bit  farther,  as  to  Oakland  -  like  now  they  ride  to  SFO.  Probably  some  high-speed  trains  should  go  to  San  ^ 

Francisco  -  but  on  the  Caltrain  track,  at  just  75  mph.  Than  means  1  maybe  2  Los  Angeles  trains  an  hour  in 
addition  to  5  local  Caltrains  an  hour.  In  this  option,  a  trip  from  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  will  take  up  to  40 
minutes  longer  than  if  the  trains  ran  along  the  Peninsula  at  150  mph.  But  a  good  thing  is  that  people  not  only  of 
San  Francisco  and  maybe  one  more  city  -  but  of  many  cities  on  the  Peninsula  will  be  able  to  get  directly  on  a 
Los  Angeles  train  in  their  city.  Please  do  things  the  cheapest  -  and  the  least  disruptive  and  destructive  -  way.  U)cck^\- 

There  is  a  lot  of  urgent  things  in  California  and  all  the  USA  to  spend  money  for.  Yevgeniy  (Eugene)  Lysyy. 

Palo  Alto,  CA. 


Shirr i  tu*  far 


#  7  T sped 
fvHoks 
1  fiW. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Yevgeniy  Lysyy  [elysyy@yahoo.com] 
Saturday,  April  04,  2009  10:12  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


HSR  doesn’t  have  to  go  to  San  Francisco.  Most  people  in  Northern  California  live  outsidj? a 
San  Francisco  and  even  outside  the  San  Francisco  "Peninsula".  Plus.,  it  seems  there  is  more  \vvS'  ^  cn 

space  for  HSR  in  East  Bay.  So  HSR  must  go  from  Los  Angeles  to  San  Dose  to  Oakland  to  yf*' 

Sacramento  -  just  like  Amtrack  trains  run  now. 

Few  San  Franciscans  live  next  to  the  train  station;  most  people  have  to  ride  to  the 
train  station  anyway  -  will  have  to  ride  a  bit  farther,  as  to  Oakland  -  like  now  they  ride  to! 


fjlk 


SFO. 


Probably  some  high-speed  trains  should  go  to  San  Francisco  -  but  on  the  Caltrain  track, 
at  just  75  mph.  Than  means  1  maybe  2  Los  Angeles  trains  an  hour  in  addition  to  5  local 
Caltrains  an  hour.  In  this  option,  a  trip  from  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles  will  take  up  to 
40  minutes  longer  than  if  the  trains  ran  along  the  Peninsula  at  150  mph.  But  a  good  thing  is 
that  people  not  only  of  San  Francisco  and  maybe  one  more  city  -  but  of  many  cities  on  the 
Peninsula  will  be  able  to  get  directly  on  a  Los  Angeles  train  in  their  city. 

Please  do  things  the  cheapest  -  and  the  least  disruptive  and  destructive  -  way.  There  i} 
a  lot  of  urgent  things  in  California  and  all  the  USA  to  spend  money  for. 

Yevgeniy  ("Eugene")  Lysyy. 

Palo  Alto,  CA. 


^  2,^02 
Co^r 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Kai  Ma  [kaima88@gmail.com] 
Saturday,  March  14,  2009  11:01  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  HST 


To  whom  it  may  concern. 


I  live  close  to  the  CalTrain  around  Charleston  crossing.  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  new  high  speed  rail  planj  &N 


There  are  several  schools  in  this  area.  Currently,  with  just  the  Cal  Train  rail  itself,  the  traffic  is  already  very  bacT] 
at  schooling  opening,  closing,  and  work  time,  lunch  time,  etc.  And  I  heard  several  fetal  accidents  at  the  crossing 
road  in  the  past  years.  There  are  many  young  students  walk  or  bike  in  this  area.  I  am  very  concerned  about  the 
saftey  and  traffic.  Also,  when  we  bought  houses,  we  made  assumptions  about  the  house's  current  and  future  - 
value  based  on  then  current  geographic  situation.  With  the  construction  of  the  new  rail,  the  housing  value  will 
have  nowhere  to  go  but  down.  With  the  crashing  of  the  housing  market,  we  already  lost  most  of  our  long  time 
(or  lifetime  for  someones)  savings.  I  cannot  imagine  how'  much  my  house  will  value  with  the  rail.  And  I  am 
pretty  sure  the  number  of  households  affected  will  be  huge. 


j 


I  wish  your  commitee  will  have  current  resident's  interest  in  mind  when  making  any  decisions. 
Thank  you  very  much! 


3  #7 

f'Hi  /Ufr 


A  Palo  Alto  resident 


l 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Bob  Mack  [BMack@CycleCalifornia.com] 
Thursday,  January  22,  2009  4:31  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  have  input  on  this  very  important  transportation  project. 


I  support  high  speed  rail.  I  think  that  the  process  should  be  expedited  as  the  longer  it 
takes,  the  more  it  will  cost. 


it 


The  three  stations  currently  proposed  are  all  that  is  needed  for  high  speed  rail,  if  Caltraijj^ 
is  electrified  and  can  expand  its  local  service  to  offer  more  trains  with  higher  passengen 
capacity  for  all  types  of  riders  (walk-on,  bicycle  and  ADA).  ^-^3 

My  final  thought  is  that  all  rail  service  needs  to  provide  on-board  bicycle  carriage  in 

”  Jjp 

axrM^j/ 


amount  that  meets  consumer  demand.  This  is  a  critical  element  for  all  rail  systems. 
Thank  you, 


Robert  Mack 

1159  Bird  Ave  Apt  2 

San  Jose,  CA  95125-1781 


1 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  Hiqh-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  ^ — 

Meeting  Date/Location  ^  .  a 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  ''2/5®  ^ 

Name  (please  print):  V.  \j  Ml'Vc  ^0  /gyg  t  V, 

Title  (if  applicable): 


City:  K"  ftu) 


State: 


Zip:  °IH$0  I 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable):_ _ 

Address__2-0  *> Ccl.I£>  £  <\&Q  _______  _ 

s/  Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 
Please  comment  clearly. 


_  Phone:  6TO  0 

—  E‘mail:  C<t|C  Oc\\  •<  O  .cBM 


t.*l 


\  Ar»a  C-<9  tic  ft  nJ  a  "Ths- 

lcoiuokic  fi&b  Co  ^  \^Vac_-7  Vf  fin-  spteo 

P[  k  r>ie  c  t  tki/A-rt  a  S»r/2  4^.crr  Tire 

Pb-  M  |  M  S  iA  A  CO  (-T  ,  ej  _  '  1'T  -sj  (3--UN'  5  £  /y 

|pv  ^  Twu  PEkjikjSlai-A 


-t”  utfj^sc. 


^inrnuirvty 

«  y 


cowrn 


vV*f 


Act 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T-$c  i 


Kris  Livingston 

HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:38  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


From:  skip  macy  [mailto:smacyj@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  03,  2009  12:54  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

I  voted  against  the  California  high  speed  train.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  a  high  speed  train  link  between  San  Jose  and 
San  Francisco.  If  it  is  built  it  should  be  underground  in  residential  neighborhoods.  If  this  project  i&reallyTtV^ 
economically  feasible  then  do  it  right.  .  „ 


William  Macy 
151  Melville  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:06  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  arun.mahajan@att.net  [mailto:arun.mahajan@att.net] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  4:51  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sir, 

< 

This  is  Aran  Mahajan  and  I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  at  1745  Alma  Street 
and  am  emailing  to  you  to  express  some  concerns  with  the  current  proposal 
for  the  high  speed  rail. 


*■11  irrtvo 


/  would  request  you  to  consider  using  theAltamont  Pass  route  instead  of  the  Pacheco 
Pass  route  as  it  would  be  less  disruptive,  from  my  way  of  looking  at  it. 

This  is  more  so  in  the  Palo  Alto  area  where  the  population  and  house  density  is  high 
and  the  proposed  changes  (sound  wall,  construction  etc)  would  just  be  too  devastating 
and  disruptive. 

The  highspeed  rail  is  a  fantastic  idea  but  these  were  my  inputs  on  the  implementation 
of  the  same. 


... 
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Thank  you  for  taking  my  concerns  seriously  and  for  your  help  in  this  matter.  / 

J*l\  Cx^dAASno. a 

Sincerely, 


Aran  Mahajan 

1745  Alma  Street,  Palo  Alto,  Ca  94301 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  4:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Franciso  to  San  Jose  HST  Scoping  Comments 
HSR  Scoping  Comments  4-6-09.doc 
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From:  jamie_maltz@agilent.com  [mailto:jamie_maltz@agilent.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  2:02  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  city.council@dtyofpaloalto.org 

Subject:  San  Franciso  to  San  Jose  HST  Scoping  Comments 

Dear  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 

I  am  attaching  a  word  document  with  my  Scoping  comments  and  requests,  and  also  copying  the  same  comments  in  to  the 
body  of  this  email.  Thank  you  for  including  all  of  the  following  study  elements  and  data  requests  in  the  environmental 
review  process  for  the  proposed  HST  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose. 

April  6,  2009 


TO:  California  High  Speed  Rail 

comments@hsr.ca.gov 

SUBJECT:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sirs: 


Here  is  a  list  of  specific  items  and  questions  that  need  to  be  included  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Study/Report,  for  the 
CHSR  proposed  route  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose,  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  through  the  Peninsula. 


The  Program  level  EIR  was  inadequate  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating  options  because  specifics  were  either  completely 
deferred  to  later  study,  OR  assumptions  used  were  too  generalized.  Cost  estimates  therefore  were  incomplete,  or 
missing.  For  the  Project  level  EIR  process,  every  alternative  and  every  mitigation  must  be  engineered  and  specified  in 
enough  detail  to  provide  an  accurate  analysis  of  expected  costs.  Specificity  must  also  be  provided  for  all  aspects  in 
order  to  allow  impacted  areas  and  those  constituents  to  accurately  assess  impacts.  Full  costs  of  alternatives  and 
mitigations  must  be  provided  in  all  cases. 


All  alternatives  for  engineering/design  should  be  presented  in  the  project  level  EIR,  in  complete  detail,  and  complete  cost. 
Full  study  of  all  configuration  options  for  design  of  the  combination  of  HSR/Caltrain  should  be  presented  in  specific  details 
in  the  project  level  EIR/EIS,  including  full  cost  for  environmental  impacts  and  complete  costs  for  mitigation  measures  for: 
Underground  Tunnel 
Trench 

At  Grade  Level 

Ariel/Overhead  structures  (viaduct,  or  other). 

Specify  how  will  communities  have  the  opportunity  to  choose  which  configuration  best  suits  the  economic  and 
environmental  welfare  through  their  own  towns?  Specify  which  costs  are  expected  to  be  paid  by  CHSR  program  versus 
which  costs  are  to  be  paid  by  some  other  means.  Specify  those  other  means. 


Schools:  — 

Each  and  every  preschool,  elementary,  middle  and  high  school  site  must  be  identified  and  studied  separately.  Private 
and  public  included.  Any  noise,  vibration,  aesthetic,  traffic,  access,  plus  any  direct  property  impacts  not  only  along  the 
ROW  but  along  cross  streets  must  be  studied.  Impacts  on  both  indoor  activities  and  outdoor  activities  should  be 
included.  Impacts  studied  should  include  any  loss  of  trees  or  landscaping,  changes  in  light  or  shade  on  the  school 
grounds.  Include  impacts  to  Palo  Alto  High  school,  including  fields,  driveways,  parking  lots  along  Churchill  and 
Embarcadero.  Include  all  traffic/pedestrian  impacts  due  to  changes  in  crossing  structures,  changes  in  traffic  flows,  loss 
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of  use/changes  in  use  of  bike  or  pedestrian  paths.  Include  specific  study  related  to  the  HSR’s  high  voltage  electrical  in*’  ~WH 
proximity  to  any  and  all  schools,  related  to  EMF  and  other  exposures  to  children,  to  electronic  equipment,  to  health,  safety/ 
and  aesthetic,  both  indoor  activities  and  outdoor  activities.  Include  case  studies  in  terms  of  data,  testimonials,  and  * 

visuals  (photos,  video),  for  EXISTING  cases  of  high  speed  rail  in  other  part  of  the  world  in  equivalent  proximity  to  high  ^ 
performing  schools  (in  other  words,  provide  valid  Comparables),  and  also  provide  accurate  visual  representation  of  whag  -  \j  k 
the  proposed  alternatives  will  look  like  at  the  actual  impacted  schools.  Provide  accurate  audio  simulations  for  proposed^ 
alternatives  on  each  school.  Cost  of  all  school  site  changes,  both  for  the  design  alternatives,  and  for  any  mitigations  to  — \ 
school  properties  must  be  included.  Include  expected  change  in  real  estate  asset  value  for  each  school  property 
impacted,  due  to  increased  proximity  to  high  speed  trains,  increased  frequency  and  speed  of  HSR  trains,  increased  noise  1 
levels  of  combined  train  volume,  potentially  required  changes  in  property  uses,  visual,  aesthetic,  proximity  to  high  poweT~7  \  jr 
lines,  loss  of  vegetation,  etc.  ^ 


Property  Value  Impacts: 

Specify  precisely  which  properties  will  fall  under  eminent  domain,  and  specifically  how  much  square  footage  by  property;. 
For  ROW  acquisition  . 

For  construction  purposes 

For  grade  separated  crossings  Cvf  ^ 

For  ongoing  train  operation  safety  zones  ' 
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Grade  separated  crossing  underpasses/overpasses  will  potentially  require  long  and  deep  approaches,  and  street 
widening,  which  will  impact  properties  even  when  not  specifically  touching  the  ROW.  These  properties  and  impacts  must 
be  included  in  all  of  the  analysis. 


The  study  must  include  full  design/environmental  impact/mitigation  and  related  full  cost,  for  EACH  grade  separated 
crossing,  separately. 
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In  addition  to  simple  loss  of  square  footage  of  land  due  to  ROW  acquisition,  negative  impacts  on  property  values  will 
ensue,  including: 

Properties,  buildings  -  will  be  in  much  closer  proximity  to  tracks  and  passing  trains  than  they  are  today  (Caltrain  currently 
runs  down  the  middle  of  about  1 00ft  row,  this  leaves  about  30-50  ft  leeway  on  each  side  of  tracks...  If  CHSR  adds  2 
additional  tracks  within  approximately  existing  ROW  width,  the  outer  tracks  will  virtually  butt  up  against  the  communities 
properties.  Additionally,  properties  in  a  wide  band  of  proximity  to  ROW  will  be  negatively  impacted,  not  just  those  who 
touch  the  ROW.  Negative  impacts  on  property  values  will  ensue:  Safety  zones  eliminated,  noise,  vibration,  air 
disturbance,  shade,  sound  walls,  solid  retained  embankments  which  create  heat  and  light  reflection,  loss  of  greenery, 
proximity  to  high  voltage  electrical,  View  INTO  homes  and  properties  from  passing  trains,  loss  of  quiet  enjoyment,  etc. 
Specifically  which  properties  will  be  impacted  by  each  option  studied,  from  each  of  the  above  types  of  impacts? 
Specifically  what  compensations  (and  in  what  locations)  will  be  provided  to  property  owners  and  residents  for  loss  of 
property  value,  not  related  to  land  acquisition  but  for  all  these  various  types  of  damages. 

Specifically  which  properties  should  be  virtually  left  unusable  (and  therefore  taken  by  eminent  domain  in  whole),  even  if 
ROW  square  footages  required  would  not  otherwise  require  a  purchase  of  the  full  property. 

How  will  property  values  and  partial  property  values  for  eminent  domain  be  determined? 

What  is  the  socioeconomic  and  demographic  makeup  of  residents  and  property  owners  that  will  be  impacted  by  eminent 
domain  and  loss  of  property  value  for  the  above  related  negative  impacts  -  relative  to  the  demographics  of  the  specific 
towns  and  communities  they  are  part  of? 

Traffic  Impacts.  — 

How  will  traffic  flows  be  impacted  by  changes  in  crossings,  both  at  the  crossing,  and  on  the  arterial  approaches  to  the  ' 
crossings?  For  example,  not  only  the  impact  at  the  Charleston  crossing,  but  the  impacts  along  Charleston  road  approach, 
from  101  to  the  crossing,  down  to  El  Camino.  How  will  each  area’s  traffic  flows  be  impacted  by  increases  in  traffic 
to/from  any  stations?  How  will  traffic  be  impacted  by  proximity  to  ROW  (i.e.:  Alma  Street,  a  busy  commuter  artery,  butting 
up  against  ROW).  Specific  impacts  must  be  specified  to  include  both  construction  related  impacts,  and  permanent 
changes.  How  will  bike  traffic  be  impacted  for  school  routes  in  each  town?  How  will  access  in  to  and  out  of  economic 
centers,  neighborhood  centers,  schools  and  parks  be  affected  by  changes  in  traffic  patterns. 

City  Services 

Each  city  service  including  Police  Dept,  Fire  Dept,  medical  facilities,  Utilities  should  be  specifically  studied  for  impact.  ' 
Every  city  infrastructure  impact  should  be  detailed  including  required  changes  for:  sewer,  water,  storm  drains,  electrical 
service,  gas,  sidewalks,  street  lights,  streets.  Specifics  of  required  changes  and  impacts  to  these  items  must  be 
quantified  and  costed  for  each  alternative  including  specificity  of  whether  CHSR  or  some  other  body  would  pay  for  these 
costs. 
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In  cases  of  emergency  (derailments,  earthquakes)  what  are  the  impacts  of  separating  safety  services  (such  as  police,  fire, 
and  medical)  which  reside  all  on  ONE  SIDE  of  the  tracks,  from  the  community  on  the  other  side,  under  each  alternative. 
How  does  HSR  service,  frequency  of  trains,  changes  in  roadways,  traffic  access,  etc.,  impact  safety  services.  How  will 
emergency  access  to  HSR/Caitrain  tracks  be  provided  to  emergency  responders? 


Power 

Specifics  for  how  each  alternative  would  connect  to  Electrical  power,  how  much  power  would  be  used,  incremental 
demand  on  State  or  Municipal  power  would  be  created,  where  that  incremental  power  will  come  from  (from  generation  to 
distribution).  What  incremental  costs  will  be  for  any  and  all  changes  to  California  or  Locai  City  power  structure  will  be, 
and  who  will  pay.  Additional  environmental  impacts  and  any  required  additional  approvals  needed  from  changes  in  State 
or  local  power  systems.  In  local  terms  (i.e.:  city  by  city),  how  will  the  HSR  system  literally  hook  up  to  the  power 
supplies,  what  will  be  the  cost  and  design  for  doing  so.  Specifics  with  regard  to  any  visual  or  construction  costs  related  to 
hooking  HSR  into  electrical  power  supply. 


Water  Resources  Impacts: 

The  proposed  route  passes  through  the  San  Francisquito  watershed  and  other  sensitive  underground  and  above  ground 
water  resources.  Each  and  every  creek  and  water  resource  must  be  studied,  engineered  and  mitigated  separately, 
including  full  cost  of  each  alternative  at  each  water  resource.  How  will  water  protection  agencies  be  enabled  to  input, 
judge,  reject  or  accept  these  impacts  and  mitigations. 


Earthquake  Impacts: 

The  study  must  include  not  only  impacts  from  perspective  of  tracks,  trains,  equipment,  passengers,  but  more  importantly, 
specific  impacts  for  community  in  cases  of  train  derailments  or  other  catastrophic  failures.  The  question  is  not  IF  strong 
earthquakes  will  occur,  it  is  only  WHEN.  And  when  the  train  goes  off  the  track,  how  will  community  members  be 
impacted. 

What  equipment,  track  and  design  features  will  be  used  to  maximize  earthquake  safety.  What  equipment,  track  or  design 
features  will  hamper  earthquake  safety. 
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Areas'  of  High  to  Moderate  Liquefaction  are  on  this  route  (per  ABAG  maps).  What  are  impacts  of  liquefaction  to  stability 
of  tracks,  likelihood  of  failures,  derailments  if  tracks  are  displaced  in  earthquake,  etc? 


Safety  Zones 

Today  Caltrain  runs  down  the  middle  of  appox.  75-1 00ft  ROW,  with  only  two  tracks,  which  leaves  strips  of  empty  land 
along  the  edge  of  each  track.  This  is  a  safety  buffer  for  the  homes,  schools  and  business,  plus  it  provides  emergency 
access  routes.  What  is  the  impact  of  zero  safety  zones  along  side  tracks  when  4-wide  tracks  extend  to  the  outer 
perimeter  of  the  ROW?  How  will  safety  access  be  achieved  in  cases  of  emergencies  specifically  in  each  area-  and  what 
will  be  the  impact  on  the  surrounding  communities.  This  needs  iterated  for  every  point  along  the  Caltrain  route  where 
homes,  business,  schools,  parks,  roadways  occur. 

What  are  the  security  measures  that  will  be  undertaken  for  the  tracks,  the  stations,  the  trains  themselves?  How  much  will 
that  cost?  Who  will  pay?  Ongoing  operation  costs  plus  cost  of  building  and  installation. 


Automobile  Impact  and  Accurate  Passenger  Analysis 

Traffic  studies  specific  to  each  town  need  to  be  part  of  the  project  level  EIR.  Too  much  overgeneralization  occurred  in 
the  Program  level  EIR  with  regard  to  passenger  demand  to  and  from  the  specific  Peninsula  cities,  and  with  regard  to 
changes  and  reductions  in  auto  use  in  the  bay  area  related  to  proposed  HSR  travel.  Realistic  projected  Uses  of  Caltrain 
and  HSR  by  city,  by  region  need  to  be  included.  Where  will  HSR  passengers  come  from?  Overgeneralization  that  SFO 
or  SJC  airport  ridership  comes  from  Silicon  Valley,  those  airports  serve  all  of  Northern  California.  Many  of  those 
passengers  won’t  be  able  to  adequately  access  HSR  stations  buried  deeply  within  Peninsula  cities.  We  need  an 
updated  specific  passenger  analysis  specific  to  this  area  for  the  project  level  EIR.  Same  goes  for  assumptions  about  how 
many  autos  will  be  removed  from  the  roads  in  each  town.  How  many  autos  will  be  added  to  roads  in  each  town 
(specifically  in  station  towns)?  How  many  autos  will  be  removed  in  each  town?  What  will  be  net  reduction  in  carbon 
emissions  in  each  town?  Net  impacts  due  to  carbon  emissions  should  be  studied  with  new  latest  Obama  administration 
auto  emission  requirements  for  the  relevant  future  timelines  (i.e.:  2020,  2025,  etc).  All  net  carbon  emissions  studies  for 
the  EIR  should  be  updated  based  on  newest  auto  technologies  and  gas  consumption  trends.  Any  assumptions  related 
HSR's  use  of  GREEN  power  should  specifically  state  where  the  green  power  would  come  from,  how  it  will  be  obtained  by 
HSR,  and  any  costs  or  assumptions  related  to  obtaining  that  power  source. 


Train  Traffic  Volume  and  Speed  impacts 
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What  are  the  incremental  noise  and  vibration  impacts  per  train;  HSR  to  existing  Caitrain  and  future  Caltrain,  per  train 
comparisons,  AND  per  total  Volume  of  train  traffic  on  the  proposed  route.  What  is  the  wind  and  dust  pollution  impacts  fcjr 
nearby  properties  related  to  trains  of  this  speed  and  frequency? 

How  many  trains  in  each  direction  and  at  what  speeds  are  proposed.  What  is  the  proposed  frequency  of  train  traffic 
through  each  point,  including  both  HSR  and  Caltrain  volume? 


What  are  the  proposed  HSR  speeds  at  each  point  on  the  route  (by  mile,  by  curve,  etc)?  What  is  the  calculated  non-sto ) 
service  time  between  SF  and  SJ;  including  a  start/stop  at  both  stations  (true  non-stop  passenger  service  includes  stops  it 
the  beginning  and  end  points.)  What  will  be  the  expected  average  speed,  and  top  speed  at  each  point  on  this  route  an  i 
in  total?  This  specifically  relates  to  high  numbers  of  curves  on  the  route  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose,  which  vjill 
require  repeated  acceleration/deceleration  to  achieve  safe  curve  speeds  at  the  same  time  as  attainment  of  minimum  30 
minute  non-stop  service. 

What  are  the  incremental  noise  and  vibration  impacts  for  repetitive  speeding  up/siowing  down  at  each  point  along  the 
route?  Where  will  this  occur? 

What  is  the  impact  to  scheduling,  coordination  with  Caltrains,  safety  controls,  HSR  wear  and  tear  -  related  to  these  l 
repeated  speed  variations,  and  how  does  that  complexity  compare  operationally  and  in  cost,  to  other  route  alternatives?  \ 
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What  are  the  realistic  maximum  operating  speeds  expected  at  each  point.  How  do  these  compare  to  other  HSR  systems 
around  the  world  IN  SIMILARLY  DENSELY  POPULATED  TOWNS.  Where  are  the  HSRs  around  the  world  that  operate 
through  dense  population  areas  similar  to  the  Peninsula  towns  along  the  Caltrain  line?  Provide  comparative  photos. 


Are  there  any  recognized  safety,  comfort,  aesthetic  or  other  environmental  concerns  for  dense  populations  in  any  other 
parts  of  the  world,  that  have  HSR  trains  running  in  the  same  proximities  to  homes/business/schools/medical 
facilities/roadways/bikeways,  as  are  proposed  by  CHSR  through  this  Caltrain  route?  What  are  those  issues?  How  will 
CHSR. compare  here?  How  will  they  be  mitigated? 


Parks 

Under  each  alternative;  what  will  be  the  impact  specific  to  each  park?  Each  park  should  be  analyzed  and  reported 
separately.  By  Park. 

How  will  cities  be  compensated  for  degradation  of  parks  (access,  quality,  noise,  vibration,  usability,  and  aesthetics)? 


Medical  Facilities 

Same  questions  as  for  schools,  above. 
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Trees 


Under  each  alternative;  what  will  be  the  impact  on  trees  along  the  ROW  and  in  other  areas  of  constructions  (i.e.:  for  grade 
separated  crossings.)  Specifically  how  many,  at  which  location,  and  of  which  species,  and  of  what  age,  of  trees  will  be  cut 
down,  or  will  be  impacted  from  trimming,  or  changes  in  soils,  water  flows,  etc.  This  should  be  specified  for  every  point 
along  the  proposed  route.  On  whose  property  will  each  remaining  tree  be  located  on  after  construction  (i.e.:  who  will 
own  the  trees  remaining  in  the  future).  What  is  the  unfavorable  carbon  footprint  impact  of  the  loss  of  these  specific  trees 
(by  species,  by  age,  by  location)?  How  will  tree  replacement  or  repair  of  aesthetic  impacts  be  implemented  by  CHSR? 

How  many  and  what  species  of  trees  will  be  replanted  by  CHSR  and  where?  What  will  be  the  cost  of  replanting, 
including  land  acquisition  cost  for  replanting  replacement  trees? 


*i 


Wildlife 

What  species  of  wildlife,  including  birds  and  fish,  insects,  mammals  are  impacted  by  this  route  under  each  alternative? 
What  are  the  impacts  to  the  specific  wildlife  in  each  area  for  high  voltage  electrical  and  HSR  train  operations,  walls, 
berms,  changes  in  water  ways,  etc?  List  of  all  endangered  or  protected  at  risk  species,  and  impacts  and  mitigations  to 
each,  under  each  alternative. 


STRACNET:  What  is  the  impact  of  the  US  DOD  STRACNET  designation  on  this  Caltrain  corridor?  What  limitations, 
additional  engineering  requirements,  safety  considerations,  approvals,  or  other  considerations  are  required  for  HSR 
compatibility  on  this  route?  If  CHSR  is  suggesting  eliminating  STRACNET  designation,  what  is  involved,  who  makes 
that  decision,  how  would  that  impact  potential  safety  of  the  bay  area  in  case  of  natural  or  manmade  disasters? 


UPRR:  How  do  UPRR  rights  to  operate  freight  effect  this  route?  If  CHSR  is  suggesting  alternatives  that  alter  freight  (- 
service  on  this  route,  what  is  the  economic  impact  in  the  greater  bay  area  to  these  alterations? 


Air  Rights:  Who  owns  the  land  rights  of  the  Caitrain  land  in  the  case  of  tunneling?  Who  owns  the  air  rights  above  the 
land,  in  case  of  tunneling?  What  are  the  economic  implications  of  freed  up  land/air  rights  above  the  ground.  What  would 
be  the  dimensions  of  land/air  space  that  would  be  freed  up,  and  what  kind  of  technical  issues  would  remain  on  those 
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lands/air  space  with  train  operations  in  tunnels  below  (i.e.:  would  dense  housing  be  technically  feasible,  would  venting  or 
access  points  be  required,  where?,  etc. 


Stations 

For  towns  that  have  proposed  stations: 

How  big  will  the  station  be? 

Who  will  pay  for  the  building  of  it  (CHSR  or  other?) 

Where  specifically  will  it  be  built?  What  would  be  the  driving  routes  into  and  out  of  the  station? 

What  inner  and  inter  city  transit  currently  exists  or  is  proposed  to  specifically  serve  that  station 
How  big  will  the  parking  structure  be  required  to  be? 

Where  will  the  parking  structure  be  built? 

Who  will  manage  the  operations  of  the  building  and  the  parking? 

Who  will  receive  revenues  from  parking,  and  any  other  amenities  near  the  station? 

What  will  be  the  traffic  impacts  created  by  the  station/parking  -  both  for  the  areas  directly  adjacent  or  surrounding  the 
station  and  parking,  but  also  for  the  larger  traffic  arteries  that  will  feed  that  station  area. 

Who  will  provide/pay  for  physical  security  for  the  station? 

How  will  station  design  be  determined,  how  will  cities  have  right  to  approve  and  influence  designs  and  other  impacts 
Who  will  provide  maintenance  and  upkeep  inside  and  outside  of  the  buildings  and  parking  structure? 

What  will  be  the  operating  costs/revenues  of  the  stations/parking  structures  themselves? 

Will  there  be  any  requirements  for  new  housing  or  business  to  serve  that  station?  Who  owns  decisions  on  housing  and 
business  growth  and  zoning  and  planning  and  design? 

Shat  are  the  security  measures  at  the  stations,  and  who  provides?  At  what  cost?  How  long  do  security  measures  add  1 
passenger  trip  time? 


Once  a  true  and  complete  accounting  of  the  impacts,  costs  and  mitigations  on  this  proposed  route  (Caltrain  corridor  from 
SF  to  SJ)  are  completed,  the  total  impacts,  costs  and  mitigations  should  be  compared  to  previously  denied  alternatives. 
A  similarly  accurate  and  complete  study  and  cost  analysis  of  these  alternatives  should  be  included  in  the  Project  level 
EIR/EIS: 


SF  to  SJ  on  101  (raised  down  the  median,  or  other  alternatives) 

SF  to  SJ  on  280  (raised  down  the  median,  or  other  alternatives) 

Altamont  instead  of  Pacheco 

Terminate  in  SJ  with  Caltrain  serving  as  the  connection  between  SF  and  SJ 
Other  alternatives  that  bypass  or  eliminate  the  Peninsula  route  between  SF  and  SJ. 


\ 


A  particular  comparison  between  the  HSR  alternatives,  compared  to  the  Terminate  in  SJ  Option  should  be  provided  that 
specifically  provides  a  cost  benefit  analysis  including  any  presumed  benefits  to  passengers:  passenger  travel  times 
including  station  wait  and  boarding  times,  ticket  fare  prices,  and  other  passenger  benefits,  but  also  including  the 
incremental  costs  of  operations,  incremental  environmental  and  community  impacts,  and  the  incremental  capital  costs, 
and  incremental  complexity  of  ongoing  operations  of  combined  Caltrain/HSR/Freight,  to  prove  that  the  incremental  benefit 
of  the  duplication  of  service  between  HSR  and  Caltrain  through  the  Peninsula  is  of  substantial  net  benefit  to  the  state,  to 
the  impacted  communities,  and  to  the  tax  payers  and  presumed  eventual  investors. 


Regards 
Jamie  Maltz 
Resident,  Palo  Alto 
737  Montrose  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 
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April  6,  2009 

TO:  California  High  Speed  Rail 

comments@hsr.ca.gov 

SUBJECT:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sirs: 


Here  is  a  list  of  specific  items  and  questions  that  need  to  be  included  in  the  Environmental  Impact 
Study/Report,  for  the  CHSR  proposed  route  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose,  along  the  Caltrain 
corridor  through  the  Peninsula. 


The  Program  level  EIR  was  inadequate  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating  options  because  specifics 
were  either  completely  deferred  to  later  study,  OR  assumptions  used  were  too  generalized.  Cost 
estimates  therefore  were  incomplete,  or  missing.  For  the  Project  level  EIR  process,  every 
alternative  and  every  mitigation  must  be  engineered  and  specified  in  enough  detail  to  provide  an 
accurate  analysis  of  expected  costs.  Specificity  must  also  be  provided  for  all  aspects  in  order  to 
allow  impacted  areas  and  those  constituents  to  accurately  assess  impacts.  Full  costs  of 
alternatives  and  mitigations  must  be  provided  in  all  cases. 

All  alternatives  for  engineering/design  should  be  presented  in  the  project  level  EIR,  in  complete 
detail,  and  complete  cost. 

Full  study  of  all  configuration  options  for  design  of  the  combination  of  HSR/Caltrain  should  be 
presented  in  specific  details,  in  the  project  level  EIR/EIS,  including  full  cost  for  environmental 
impacts  and  complete  costs  for  mitigation  measures  for: 

Underground  Tunnel 
Trench 

At  Grade  Level 

Ariel/Overhead  structures  (viaduct,  or  other). 
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Specify  how  will  communities  have  the  opportunity  to  choose  which  configuration  best  suits  the 
economic  and  environmental  welfare  through  their  own  towns?  Specify  which  costs  are 
expected  to  be  paid  by  CHSR  program  versus  which  costs  are  to  be  paid  by  some  other  means. 
Specify  those  other  means. 


Schools: 

Each  and  every  preschool,  elementary,  middle  and  high  school  site  must  be  identified  and 
studied  separately.  Private  and  public  included.  Any  noise,  vibration,  aesthetic,  traffic,  access\ 
plus  any  direct  property  impacts  not  only  along  the  ROW  but  along  cross  streets  must  be  studied\ 

Impacts  on  both  indoor  activities  and  outdoor  activities  should  be  included.  Impacts  studied 
should  include  any  loss  of  trees  or  landscaping,  changes  in  light  or  shade  on  the  school  grounds.  I 
Include  impacts  to  Palo  Alto  High  school,  including  fields,  driveways,  parking  lots  along  ChurchiNj  ,, 

and  Embarcadero.  Include  all  traffic/pedestrian  impacts  due  to  changes  in  crossing  structuresfT ^ 
changes  in  traffic  flows,  loss  of  use/changes  in  use  of  bike  or  pedestrian  paths.  Include  specified  '  . 

study  related  to  the  HSR's  high  voltage  electrical  in  proximity  to  any  and  all  schools,  related  to-!  (  T 

EMF  and  other  exposures  to  children,  to  electronic  equipment,  to  health,  safety  and  aesthetic,  J  ^ 

both  indoor  activities  and  outdoor  activities.  Include  case  studies  in  terms  of  data,  testimonialsT 
and  visuals  (photos,  video),  for  EXISTING  cases  of  high  speed  rail  in  other  part  of  the  world  in 
equivalent  proximity  to  high  performing  schools  (in  other  words,  provide  valid  Comparables),  and 
also  provide  accurate  visual  representation  of  what  the  proposed  alternatives  will  look  like  at  thej  -  - 

actual  impacted  schools.  Provide  accurate  audio  simulations  for  proposed  alternatives  on  eacfPj  , 

school.  Cost  of  all  school  site  changes,  both  for  the  design  alternatives,  and  for  any  mitigations  tol ^ 
school  properties  must  be  included.  Include  expected  change  in  real  estate  asset  value  for  \  (r  ' 
each  school  property  impacted,  due  to  increased  proximity  to  high  speed  trains,  increased 


“  (T  / 
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frequency  and  speed  of  HSR  trains,  increased  noise  levels  of  combined  train  volume,  potentially 
required  changes  in  property  uses,  visual,  aesthetic,  proximity  to  high  power  lines,  loss  of 
vegetation,  etc. 


Property  Value  Impacts: 

Specify  precisely  which  properties  will  fall  under  eminent  domain,  and  specifically  how  much 
square  footage  by  property; 

For  ROW  acquisition 

For  construction  purposes 

For  grade  separated  crossings 

For  ongoing  train  operation  safety  zones 
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Grade  separated  crossing  underpasses/overpasses  will  potentially  require  long  and  deep 
approaches,  and  street  widening,  which  will  impact  properties  even  when  not  specifically  touching 
the  ROW.  These  properties  and  impacts  must  be  included  in  all  of  the  analysis. 


The  study  must  include  full  design/environmental  impact/mitigation  and  related  full  cost,  for  EACH 
grade  separated  crossing,  separately. 


In  addition  to  simple  loss  of  square  footage  of  land  due  to  ROW  acquisition,  negative  impacts  on] 
property  values  will  ensue,  including: 

Properties,  buildings  -  will  be  in  much  closer  proximity  to  tracks  and  passing  trains  than  they  are  I 
today  (Caltrain  currently  runs  down  the  middle  of  about  100ft  row,  this  leaves  about  30-50  ft 
leeway  on  each  side  of  tracks...  If  CHSR  adds  2  additional  tracks  within  approximately  existing 
ROW  width,  the  outer  tracks  will  virtually  butt  up  against  the  communities  properties.  Additionally, 
properties  in  a  wide  band  of  proximity  to  ROW  will  be  negatively  impacted,  not  just  those  who 
touch  the  ROW.  Negative  impacts  on  property  values  will  ensue:  Safety  zones  eliminated, 
noise,  vibration,  air  disturbance,  shade,  sound  walls,  solid  retained  embankments  which  create 
heat  and  light  reflection,  loss  of  greenery,  proximity  to  high  voltage  electrical,  View  INTO  homes 
and  properties  from  passing  trains,  loss  of  quiet  enjoyment,  etc. 

Specifically  which  properties  will  be  impacted  by  each  option  studied,  from  each  of  the  above 
types  of  impacts? 

Specifically  what  compensations  (and  in  what  locations)  will  be  provided  to  property  owners  and 
residents  for  loss  of  property  value,  not  related  to  land  acquisition  but  for  all  these  various  types 
of  damages. 

Specifically  which  properties  should  be  virtually  left  unusable  (and  therefore  taken  by  eminent 
domain  in  whole),  even  if  ROW  square  footages  required  would  not  otherwise  require  a  purchase 
of  the  full  property. 

How  will  property  values  and  partial  property  values  for  eminent  domain  be  determined? 

What  is  the  socioeconomic  and  demographic  makeup  of  residents  and  property  owners  that  will 
be  impacted  by  eminent  domain  and  loss  of  property  value  for  the  above  related  negative  impacts 
-  relative  to  the  demographics  of  the  specific  towns  and  communities  they  are  part  of? 


Traffic  Impacts. 


How  will  traffic  flows  be  impacted  by  changes  in  crossings,  both  at  the  crossing,  and  on  the 
arterial  approaches  to  the  crossings?  For  example,  not  only  the  impact  at  the  Charleston 
crossing,  but  the  impacts  along  Charleston  road  approach  from  101  to  the  crossing,  down  to  El 
Camino.  How  will  each  area’s  traffic  flows  be  impacted  by  increases  in  traffic  to/from  any 
stations?  How  will  traffic  be  impacted  by  proximity  to  ROW  (i.e.:  Alma  Street,  a  busy  commuter 
artery,  butting  up  against  ROW).  Specific  impacts  must  be  specified  to  include  both  construction 
related  impacts,  and  permanent  changes.  How  will  bike  traffic  be  impacted  for  school  routes  in 
each  town?  How  will  access  in  to  and  out  of  economic  centers,  neighborhood  centers,  schools 
and  parks  be  affected  by  changes  in  traffic  patterns. 


City  Services 

Each  city  service  including  Police  Dept,  Fire  Dept,  medical  facilities,  Utilities  should  be  specifically 
studied  for  impact.  Every  city  infrastructure  impact  should  be  detailed  including  required 
changes  for  sewer,  water,  storm  drains,  electrical  service,  gas,  sidewalks,  street  lights,  streets. 
Specifics  of  required  changes  and  impacts  to  these  items  must  be  quantified  and  costed  for  each 
alternative  including  specificity  of  whether  CHSR  or  some  other  body  would  pay  for  these  costs. 

In  cases  of  emergency  (derailments,  earthquakes)  what  are  the  impacts  of  separating  safety 
services  (such  as  police,  fire,  and  medical)  which  reside  all  on  ONE  SIDE  of  the  tracks,  from  the 
community  on  the  other  side,  under  each  alternative.  How  does  HSR  service,  frequency  of  trains, 
changes  in  roadways,  traffic  access,  etc.,  impact  safety  services.  How  will  emergency  access  to 
HSR/Caltrain  tracks  be  provided  to  emergency  responders? 

Power 

Specifics  for  how  each  alternative  would  connect  to  Electrical  power,  how  much  power  would  be 
used,  incremental  demand  on  State  or  Municipal  power  would  be  created,  where  that 
incremental  power  will  come  from  (from  generation  to  distribution).  What  incremental  costs  will 
be  for  any  and  all  changes  to  California  or  Local  City  power  structure  will  be,  and  who  will  pay. 
Additional  environmental  impacts  and  any  required  additional  approvals  needed  from  changes  in 
State  or  local  power  systems.  In  local  terms  (i.e.:  city  by  city),  how  will  the  HSR  system  literally 
hook  up  to  the  power  supplies,  what  will  be  the  cost  and  design  for  doing  so.  Specifics  with 
regard  to  any  visual  or  construction  costs  related  to  hooking  HSR  into  electrical  power  supply. 

Water  Resources  Impacts:  \ 

The  proposed  route  passes  through  the  San  Francisquito  watershed  and  other  sensitive  \ 
underground  and  above  ground  water  resources.  Each  and  every  creek  and  water  resource  \ 
must  be  studied,  engineered  and  mitigated  separately,  including  full  cost  of  each  alternative  at  1 
each  water  resource.  How  will  water  protection  agencies  be  enabled  to  input,  judge,  reject  or  \ 
accept  these  impacts  and  mitigations.  \ 

Earthquake  Impacts: 

The  study  must  include  not  only  impacts  from  perspective  of  tracks,  trains,  equipment, 
passengers,  but  more  importantly,  specific  impacts  for  community  in  cases  of  train  derailments  or 
other  catastrophic  failures.  The  question  is  not  IF  strong  earthquakes  will  occur,  it  is  only 
WHEN.  And  when  the  train  goes  off  the  track,  how  will  community  members  be  impacted. 

What  equipment,  track  and  design  features  will  be  used  to  maximize  earthquake  safety.  What 
equipment,  track  or  design  features  will  hamper  earthquake  safety. 

Areas’  of  High  to  Moderate  Liquefaction  are  on  this  route  (per  ABAG  maps).  What  are  impacts  of 
liquefaction  to  stability  of  tracks,  likelihood  of  failures,  derailments  if  tracks  are  displaced  in 
earthquake,  etc? 

Safety  Zones 

Today  Caltrain  runs  down  the  middle  of  appox.  75-1 00ft  ROW,  with  only  two  tracks,  which  leaves 
strips  of  empty  land  along  the  edge  of  each  track.  This  is  a  safety  buffer  for  the  homes,  schools 
and  business,  plus  it  provides  emergency  access  routes.  What  is  the  impact  of  zero  safety 
zones  along  side  tracks  when  4-wide  tracks  extend  to  the  outer  perimeter  of  the  ROW?  How 
will  safety  access  be  achieved  in  cases  of  emergencies  specifically  in  each  area-  and  what  will 
be  the  impact  on  the  surrounding  communities.  This  needs  iterated  for  every  point  along  the 
Caitrain  route  where  homes,  business,  schools,  parks,  roadways  occur. 
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Automobile  Impact  and  Accurate  Passenger  Analysis 

Traffic  studies  specific  to  each  town  need  to  be  part  of  the  project  level  EIR.  Too  much 
overgeneralization  occurred  in  the  Program  level  EIR  with  regard  to  passenger  demand  to  and 
from  the  specific  Peninsula  cities,  and  with  regard  to  changes  and  reductions  in  auto  use  in  the 
bay  area  related  to  proposed  HSR  travel.  Realistic  projected  Uses  of  Caltrain  and  HSR  by  city, 
by  region  need  to  be  included.  Where  will  HSR  passengers  come  from?  Overgeneralization  that 
SFO  or  SJC  airport  ridership  comes  from  Silicon  Valley,  those  airports  serve  all  of  Northern 
California.  Many  of  those  passengers  won’t  be  able  to  adequately  access  HSR  stations  buried 
deeply  within  Peninsula  cities.  We  need  an  updated  specific  passenger  analysis  specific  to  this 
area  for  the  project  level  EIR.  Same  goes  for  assumptions  about  how  many  autos  will  be 
removed  from  the  roads  in  each  town.  How  many  autos  will  be  added  to  roads  in  each  town 
(specifically  in  station  towns)?  How  many  autos  will  be  removed  in  each  town?  What  will  be  net 
reduction  in  carbon  emissions  in  each  town?  Net  impacts  due  to  carbon  emissions  should  be 
studied  with  new  latest  Obama  administration  auto  emission  requirements  for  the  relevant  future 
timelines  (i.e.:  2020,  2025,  etc).  All  net  carbon  emissions  studies  for  the  EIR  should  be  updated 
based  on  newest  auto  technologies  and  gas  consumption  trends.  Any  assumptions  related 
HSR's  use  of  GREEN  power  should  specifically  state  where  the  green  power  would  come  from, 
how  it  will  be  obtained  by  HSR,  and  any  costs  or  assumptions  related  to  obtaining  that  power 
source. 


Train  Traffic  Volume  and  Speed  Impacts 

What  are  the  incremental  noise  and  vibration  impacts  per  train;  HSR  to  existing  Caltrain  and 
future  Caltrain,  per  train  comparisons,  AND  per  total  Volume  of  train  traffic  on  the  proposed  route. 
What  is  the  wind  and  dust  pollution  impacts  for  nearby  properties  related  to  trains  of  this  speed 
and  frequency? 

How  many  trains  in  each  direction  and  at  what  speeds  are  proposed.  What  is  the  proposed 
frequency  of  train  traffic  through  each  point,  including  both  HSR  and  Caltrain  volume? 

What  are  the  proposed  HSR  speeds  at  each  point  on  the  route  (by  mile,  by  curve,  etc)?  What  is 
the  calculated  non-stop  service  time  between  SF  and  SJ;  including  a  start/stop  at  both  stations 
(true  non-stop  passenger  service  includes  stops  at  the  beginning  and  end  points.)  What  will  be 
the  expected  average  speed,  and  top  speed  at  each  point  on  this  route  and  in  total?  This 
specifically  relates  to  high  numbers  of  curves  on  the  route  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose, 
which  will  require  repeated  acceleration/deceleration  to  achieve  safe  curve  speeds  at  the  same 
time  as  attainment  of  minimum  30  minute  non-stop  service. 

What  are  the  incremental  noise  and  vibration  impacts  for  repetitive  speeding  up/slowing  down  at 
each  point  along  the  route?  Where  will  this  occur? 

What  is  the  impact  to  scheduling,  coordination  with  Caltrains,  safety  controls,  HSR  wear  and  tear 
-  related  to  these  repeated  speed  variations,  and  how  does  that  complexity  compare 
operationally  and  in  cost,  to  other  route  alternatives? 


What  are  the  realistic  maximum  operating  speeds  expected  at  each  point.  How  do  these 
compare  to  other  HSR  systems  around  the  world  IN  SIMILARLY  DENSELY  POPULATED 
TOWNS.  Where  are  the  HSRs  around  the  world  that  operate  through  dense  population  areas 
similar  to  the  Peninsula  towns  along  the  Caltrain  line?  Provide  comparative  photos. 


Are  there  any  recognized  safety,  comfort,  aesthetic  or  other  environmental  concerns  for  dense 
populations  in  any  other  parts  of  the  world,  that  have  HSR  trains  running  in  the  same  proximities 
to  homes/business/schools/medical  facilities/roadways/bikeways,  as  are  proposed  by  CHSR 
through  this  Caltrain  route?  What  are  those  issues?  How  will  CHSR  compare  here?  How  will 
they  be  mitigated? 
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Parks 


Under  each  alternative;  what  will  be  the  impact  specific  to  each  park?  Each  park  should  be 
analyzed  and  reported  separately.  By  Park. 

How  will  cities  be  compensated  for  degradation  of  parks  (access,  quality,  noise,  vibration, 
usability,  and  aesthetics)? 


Medical  Facilities 

Same  questions  as  for  schools,  above. 

Trees 

Under  each  alternative;  what  will  be  the  impact  on  trees  along  the  ROW  and  in  other  areas  of 
constructions  (i.e.:  for  grade  separated  crossings.)  Specifically  how  many,  at  which  location,  and 
of  which  species,  and  of  what  age,  of  trees  will  be  cut  down,  or  will  be  impacted  from  trimming,  or 
changes  in  soils,  water  flows,  etc.  This  should  be  specified  for  every  point  along  the  proposed 
route.  On  whose  property  will  each  remaining  tree  be  located  on  after  construction  (i.e.:  who 
will  own  the  trees  remaining  in  the  future).  What  is  the  unfavorable  carbon  footprint  impact  of  the 
loss  of  these  specific  trees  (by  species,  by  age,  by  location)?  How  will  tree  replacement  or 
repair  of  aesthetic  impacts  be  implemented  by  CHSR?  How  many  and  what  species  of  trees 
will  be  replanted  by  CHSR  and  where?  What  will  be  the  cost  of  replanting,  including  land 
acquisition  cost  for  replanting  replacement  trees? 

Wildlife 

What  species  of  wildlife,  including  birds  and  fish,  insects,  mammals  are  impacted  by  this  route 
under  each  alternative?  What  are  the  impacts  to  the  specific  wildlife  in  each  area  for  high  voltage 
electrical  and  HSR  train  operations,  walls,  berms,  changes  in  water  ways,  etc?  List  of  all 
endangered  or  protected  at  risk  species,  and  impacts  and  mitigations  to  each,  under  each 
alternative. 
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STRACNET:  What  is  the  impact  of  the  US  DOD  STRACNET  designation  on  this  Caltrain 
corridor?  What  limitations,  additional  engineering  requirements,  safety  considerations,  approvals, 
or  other  considerations  are  required  for  HSR  compatibility  on  this  route?  If  CHSR  is  suggesting 
eliminating  STRACNET  designation,  what  is  involved,  who  makes  that  decision,  how  would  that 
impact  potential  safety  of  the  bay  area  in  case  of  natural  or  manmade  disasters? 

UPRR:  How  do  UPRR  rights  to  operate  freight  effect  this  route?  If  CHSR  is  suggesting 
alternatives  that  alter  freight  service  on  this  route,  what  is  the  economic  impact  in  the  greater  bay 
area  to  these  alterations? 


Air  Rights:  Who  owns  the  land  rights  of  the  Caltrain  land  in  the  case  of  tunneling?  Who  owns  the 
air  rights  above  the  land,  in  case  of  tunneling?  What  are  the  economic  implications  of  freed  up 
land/air  rights  above  the  ground.  What  would  be  the  dimensions  of  land/air  space  that  would  be 
freed  up,  and  what  kind  of  technical  issues  would  remain  on  those  lands/air  space  with  train 
operations  in  tunnels  below  (i.e.:  would  dense  housing  be  technically  feasible,  would  venting  or 
access  points  be  required,  where?,  etc. 


Stations  /] 

For  towns  that  have  proposed  stations: 

How  big  will  the  station  be? 

Who  will  pay  for  the  building  of  it  (CHSR  or  other?)  / 

Where  specifically  will  it  be  built?  What  would  be  the  driving  routes  into  and  out  of  the  station? 
What  inner  and  inter  city  transit  currently  exists  or  is  proposed  to  specifically  serve  that  station 
How  big  will  the  parking  structure  be  required  to  be? 

Where  will  the  parking  structure  be  built? 

Who  will  manage  the  operations  of  the  building  and  the  parking? 

Who  will  receive  revenues  from  parking,  and  any  other  amenities  near  the  station? 
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What  will  be  the  traffic  impacts  created  by  the  station/parking  -  both  for  the  areas  directly 
adjacent  or  surrounding  the  station  and  parking,  but  also  for  the  larger  traffic  arteries  that  will  feed 
that  station  area. 

Who  will  provide/pay  for  physical  security  for  the  station? 

How  will  station  design  be  determined,  how  will  cities  have  right  to  approve  and  influence  designs 
and  other  impacts 

Who  will  provide  maintenance  and  upkeep  inside  and  outside  of  the  buildings  and  parking 
structure? 

What  will  be  the  operating  costs/revenues  of  the  stations/parking  structures  themselves? 

Will  there  be  any  requirements  for  new  housing  or  business  to  serve  that  station?  Who  owns 
decisions  on  housing  and  business  growth  and  zoning  and  planning  and  design? 

Shat  are  the  security  measures  at  the  stations,  and  who  provides?  At  what  cost?  How  long  do 
security  measures  add  to  passenger  trip  time? 


Once  a  true  and  complete  accounting  of  the  impacts,  costs  and  mitigations  on  this  proposed 
route  (Caltrain  corridor  from  SF  to  SJ)  are  completed,  the  total  impacts,  costs  and  mitigations 
should  be  compared  to  previously  denied  alternatives.  A  similarly  accurate  and  complete  study 
and  cost  analysis  of  these  alternatives  should  be  included  in  the  Project  level  EIR/EIS: 


SF  to  SJ  on  101  (raised  down  the  median,  or  other  alternatives) 

SF  to  SJ  on  280  (raised  down  the  median,  or  other  alternatives) 

Altamont  instead  of  Pacheco 

Terminate  in  SJ  with  Caltrain  serving  as  the  connection  between  SF  and  SJ 
Other  alternatives  that  bypass  or  eliminate  the  Peninsula  route  between  SF  and  SJ. 


A  particular  comparison  between  the  HSR  alternatives,  compared  to  the  Terminate  in  SJ  Option 
should  be  provided  that  specifically  provides  a  cost  benefit  analysis  including  any  presumed 
benefits  to  passengers:  passenger  travel  times  including  station  wait  and  boarding  times,  ticket 
fare  prices,  and  other  passenger  benefits,  but  also  including  the  incremental  costs  of  operations, 
incremental  environmental  and  community  impacts,  and  the  incremental  capital  costs,  and 
incremental  complexity  of  ongoing  operations  of  combined  Caltrain/HSR/Freight,  to  prove  that  the 
incremental  benefit  of  the  duplication  of  service  between  HSR  and  Caltrain  through  the  Peninsula 
is  of  substantial  net  benefit  to  the  state,  to  the  impacted  communities,  and  to  the  tax  payers  and 
presumed  eventual  investors. 

Regards 
Jamie  Maltz 
Resident,  Palo  Alto 
737  Montrose  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25- Millbrae  JS  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

AT52- 

Name  (please  print):  _  — )o  M  S-  A-  ■  M  _  City:  pfr-CO  f>  CTo _  State:  C_A  Zip:  ~ 

<3C>Ui>K^  A>  .  PtO  Phone:  P~A^3  M-  Fax: _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  _  E-mail:  .  M/WOOO  ftga  r  h^t  .  fQgT _ 

Address:  "7  Nfi-PuEi  _ _ 

•0  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 
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:  MAR  3  2009 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


T-sux&r 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Bob  March  [bob.march@gmail.com] 
Saturday,  April  04,  2009  9:28  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


As  a  property  owner  in  and  25-year  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  one  of  the  Peninsula  cities  through 
which  the  projected  High  Speed  Rail  line  will  pass,  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  the 
construction  of  elevated  tracks  to  carry  the  line.  Only  the  placement  of  the  line  in  a  tunnel 
is  acceptable. 
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Elevated  tracks,  at  least  in  the  fashion  now  proposed  (essentially  a  solid  15-foot-high 
causeway),  would  blight  my  community  and  every  city  it  passes  through. 

I  will  take  part  vigorously  in  every  legal  and  political  effort  to  block  or  delay  the 
construction  of  such  elevated  tracks. 


X 

-TUACtlS 


Sincerely, 


Robert  March 
•153  Lundy  Lane 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Jo  Marcus 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


& 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safetv?  rvoi^C 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  0 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  Q^f  \\(\\ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Jo  Marcus 

3515  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  4:02  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  "San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


From:  Ron  Marin  [mailto:rmarin@apr.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  2:31  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  "San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST” 


To  whom  it  may  concern, 


As  the  idea  of  a  high  speed  rail  may  sound  enticing,  I  am  very  much  against  the  proposed  and  /  or  any  other  outcome  that  n  nJT^ 
would  result  from  this  project.  I  voted  no  on  this  last  November  and  will  vote  no  on  it  again  if  given  the  chance.  T  P 


Sincerely, 


io  fvojedr 


Ron  Marin 


(Rgn  Marin 

Alain  Pinel  Realtors 
578  University  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
Office:  650-323-1111  x335 
Direct:  650-543-1035 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:52  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message - 

From:  Kent  Mather  [mailto:kentmather@mac.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  19,  2699  3:51  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Regarding  the  HST  Project: 

I  live  in  Palo  Alto  within  one  block  of  the  Churchill  Street  crossing  of  the  Caltrain  Alma  ( 

Street  corridor.  I  am  opposed  to  elevation  of  the  tracks  in  our,  or  any  similar,  residential  \(\y*-CUL 
neighborhood.  Any  required  grade  separations  should  be  created  by  depressing  the  rail  line  on _ ) 


putting  it  in  a  tunnel.  Elevated  tracks  will  not  be  aesthetically  compatible  with  the 
adjacent  one  and  two  story  residential  neighborhoods  and  would  result  in  miles  of  visual 
barriers  as  well  as  increased  noise. 


Thank  you. 


R.  Kent  Mather,  AIA 
ARCHITECT 
1564  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


<kentmatheriamac.com> 


l 


1-5 C  SW 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Emily  Mathews  [emmat@yahoo.com] 

Sent: 

Thursday,  April  02,  2009  7:44  AM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Cc: 

Guy  Mathews 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

Hello, 

Hi 


These  comments  are  not  originally  written  by  me,  but  completely  represent  my  family's  viewpoint _ ^ 


w 


Stop  the  High  Speed  Rail! 


ilt") 


Emily  Mathews 
3410  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA 

Even  though  i  voted  for  the  HSR  proposal,  now  that  i  know  that  the  default  plan  is  for  an  elevated  \ 
track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula,  i  am  adamantly  opposed  to  the  HSR.  Knowing  what  i  know— , 
now  that  i  didn't  know  then,  i'm  demanding  a  new  vote!  I  vote  NO  and  i  bet  that  everyone  else  who 
was  deceived  by  the  HSRA  will  also  vote  NO  now  that  they  know  the  truth  of  this  incredible  scam. 

The  HSR  measure  "passed"  by  a  slim  margin,  52%  if  i  remember  right,  it  would  never  have  "passed" 
had  the  people  known  what  they  were  voting  for.  The  people  of  this  State  and  particularly  the  people 
of  the  Bay  Area  were  purposely  deceived  by  the  usual  suspects  of  corrupt  Public  Officials  working  for 
private  interests.  This  entire  HSR  plan  is  one  huge  scam,  i  will  not  stand  for  it.  I  stand  firmly  in 
opposition  and  will  do  everything  in  my  power  to  stop  it. 

Our  local  representative,  Ron  Diridon,  is  NOT  representing  the  interests  or  the  concerns  of  the  people  / 
of  the  Bay  Area  even  one  iota.  He  represents  ONLY  the  interests  of  the  Orwellean  High  Speed  Rail  Vxu  ^1 
Authority.  He  tells  us  that  $90M  has  already  been  spent  so  it's  "too  late"  to  question  the  plans  of  the  \  \ 

HSRA.  He  tells  us  that  too  many  questions  will  only  delay  the  HSR.  Well  guess  what?  ...the  HSR  J 
should  be  delayed  forever! 

'  ^  -i  ^ 

1)  the  HSRA  engaged  in  election  fraud  by  not  making  it  clear  to  the  voters  that  the  default  plan  was  I 

for  an  elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  (election  fraud  is  ILLEGAL,  i  want  to  see  the\  ijj 

people  responsible  stand  trial); 

2)  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  approved  and  endorsed  the  HSR  plan  without  getting  any  input  from  the? 

people  that  they  SERVE  (this  is  a  gross  betrayal  of  the  public  trust  and  amounts  to  criminal  J^v 

malfeasance,  i  want  to  see  the  members  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  responsible  for  endorsing  this  \ 
insanity  stand  trial); 

3)  the  biggest  rationale  for  HSR  seems  to  be  Europe  has  HSR,  but  this  logic  is  flawed  since  the"^  ^ 


What  follows  is  a  summary  of  why  i'm  opposed  to  this  entire  HSR  debacle: 


population  density  in  Europe  is  far  greater; 

4)  there  are  already  many  airports  connecting  North  and  South  California; 

5)  there  is  already  a  "baby  bullet"  train  connecting  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco^ 1?ia  105 
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6)  an  elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  will  create  a  corridor  of  blight  through  some  .  v 

of  the  most  expensive,  most  desirable,  most  expensive,  and  most  beautiful  land  in  the  entire  world!;  V 

7)  an  elevated  track  will  divide  the  entire  Peninsula  into  East  and  West  sectors; 


ns\<^  ) 


8)  an  elevated  track  will  destroy  the  quality  of  life  of  everyone  living  close  enough  to  hear  trains  \<P="  x  ^ 
speeding  by  every  six  minutes;  V'VO 


9)  an  elevated  track  will  mean  that  my  beautiful  home  of  24  years  in  South  Palo  Alto  will  be  virtually  \ 
worthless;  -  '  * 


— (• 
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10)  an  elevated  track  will  require  homeowners  to  have  their  property  seized^'*2AAM 


1 1)  an  elevated  track  will  destroy  valuable  historic  sites  on  the  Peninsula  such  as  the  1000  year  olcfEll 
Pain  Alto-  4A  y-^«s>A^U 


Palo  Alto; 


12)  the  State  of  California  is  already  bankrupt,  any  HSR  will  need  massive  subsidies  to  remain  in  y* 

operation;  , 

13)  the  ridership  estimates  for  the  HSR  are  arbitrary,  based  totally  on  wishful  thinkin^^^^c^^r^- 

14)  ticket  prices  will  be  high  enough  that  only  wealthier  people  will  be  able  to  afford  it,  so  the  wod<ini^^_ 
poor  will  be  forced  to  subsidize  the  travel  of  the  more  affluent; 


15)  security  measures  to  safeguard  HSR  passengers  will  need  to  be  similar  to  measures  at  airports 
so  the  time  difference  between  HSR  and  flying  will  be  greater  than  advertised; 

— - -  yt  ") 

16)  HSR  will  be  difficult  to  protect  against  interference  that  would  bring  the  whole  line  to  a  halt;  \ 

17)  making  it  easier  to  travel  simply  creates  more  travel,  this  additional  travel  adds  to  carbon  ( 0 

emissions,  the  HSR  would  CREATE  pollution  not  reduce  it;  and  _ _ 3  J 

18)  the  idea  being  promoted  by  true  visionary  environmentalists  is  Bio-Regionalism,  a  HSRUfck- 

connecting  North  and  South  California  is  not  forward  thinking,  it's  backward  thinking!  < _ 3 


1 


For  all  of  the  reasons  stated  here,  i  demand  that  the  HSRA  immediately  cease  and  desist  this  corrupt 


jpTtai 


scam  being  foisted  on  the  people  of  the  Bay  Area.  If  Southern  California  wants  a  HSR,  let  them  have  1 
it,  but  it  should  stop  in  San  Jose  and  Sacramento,  end  of  story.  \ 


°i 


2 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Rosemary  Maulbetsch  [RMaulbetsch@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  12:10  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Scoping  Period  Comments_Corrected  Copy 

Attachments:  April6, 2009_LtrtoCHSRA_Corrected.doc 


Attached  please  find  a  revised  copy  of  my  comments  sent  earlier  today  with  a  correction  to  paragraph  #3. 


M\ 
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April  5,  2009 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Sirs: 


*1 


Many  residents  of  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  are  unclear  about  why  HSR  shohld] 
bisect  the  seventeen  communities  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco.  Many  of  the 
voters  who  passed  1 A  by  a  52%  margin  were  unaware  of  how  it  would  affect  their 
suburban  towns.  The  details  were  in  brochures  available  primarily  to  those  who  could 
attend  regional  meetings  regarding  this  project.  However,  now  it  is  time  to  let  everyont 
know  what  CHSRA  would  really  like  to  do.  d 

In  the  project  level  EIR/EIS  please  provide  the  residents  of  the  Peninsula  and  all  of^ 
northern  California,  in  very  public  places  like  the  Internet,  major  newspapers,  television.  ^ 
and  radio,  factual  information  about  the  following  aspects  of  HSR  on  the  San  Francisco  V  ' 

Peninsula.  [j  1 

1 .  The  proposed  schedule  of  trains  which  should  include  Caltrain  and  a  typical  "fr otW' 

schedule  of  freights.  That  schedule  should  be  juxtaposed  with  the  current  Caltrain  and 

freight  schedules.  We  know  these  will  only  be  approximate,  but  we  also  know  that  you  <&} 
must  be  using  some  estimates  of  how  the  timing  would  work. 

2.  The  schedule  should  be  very  specific  about  levels  of  service.  Most  voters  thoughfl  .  .  LL-, 

they  would  be  able  to  go  to  any  HST  stop  and  board  a  train  that  would  take  them  to  Los  V 

Angeles  in  two  hours  and  thirty-eight  minutes.  (I  understand  the  Authority  now  says  tha 

was  an  inaccurate  estimate;  it  would  actually  be  a  little  over  three  hours.)  Nonetheless,  r  ■ cyto  ^ 

what  they  did  not  understand  is  that  HSR  would  have  varying  speeds  and  number  of  i 

stops,  and  the  fastest  trains  would  not  leave  from  all  stations.  That  kind  of  information 
needs  to  be  made  very  public — available  for  all  to  see.  ’ 

3.  Provide  maps  that  clearly  reveal  the  public  and  private  properties  that  mightWj^^  ^ 

taken  by  eminent  domain  either  temporarily  during  construction  or.  These  should  be 

included  for  each  method  being  evaluated  that  is  above  or  below  ground  and  any  ] 
variation  of  those  options. 

4.  The  number  of  tracks  also  needs  to  be  clear  as  it  relates  to  each  option  and  thiTW  %  ftOVwVeT  o{^YuK^> 

variations  on  the  number  depending  on  the  width  of  the  ROW.  \ 

5.  Given  that  CHSRA  wants  to  have  mixed  use  on  this  ROW,  we  will  have  very  I  ^ 

heavy  and  light  rail  running  side  by  side.  Please  tell  us  how  you  will  protect  people  from  1 
the  possibility  of  serious  accidents  that  might  result  from  the  mix  of  these  trains  and  their  \ 
contents.  ^ 


6.  Provide  architectural  models  of  all  methods  of  running  trains  through  these 
communities.  We  need  to  see  scale  models  that  will  reveal  what  towns  and  stations 
would  look  like  grade-separated,  with  multiple,  electrified  tracks  whether  above  or  belo\V 
ground. 

7.  Provide  audio  tapes  of  the  sounds  of  HSR  and  Caltrain  trains  running  through^  h  l  <^-) 

communities  every  few  minutes  at  79-125  mph. 


8.  Provide  expert  analysis  on  the  effects  of  removing  and  severely  pruning  trees  and 
vegetation  along  the  ROW  that  currently  provide  housing  for  birds,  especially  raptors. 


9.  Explain  with  statistics  how  the  current  proposed  route  could  relieve,  congestion  ^  ,  ■ 

the  Peninsula  when  most  of  our  congestion  comes  from  the  Central  Valley  area  and  the  I 

East  Bay  which  will  not  be  served  by  HSR.  - — ^ 

10.  Explain  what  the  Authority’s  plans  are  for  using  the  Altamont  route  which  is 
implied  in  their  current  MOU  with  Caltrain  when  referring  to  the  possible  use  of  the  %r  2- 
Dumbarton  Bridge  in  the  future.  Explain  how  the  Dumbarton  trains  would  be  integrated 
with  the  HSR  and  Caltrain  trains  at  commute  hours  and  how  the  development  of  such  an 

East  Bay  Caltrain  line  would  effect  the  number  of  tracks  on  the  west  side  at  Redwood _ \ 

Junction.  Show  both  tracks  and  schedule. 

Making  all  this  information  clear  to  the  residents  of  the  Peninsula  whose  seventeen  "^1 
communities  would  be  bisected  by  this  train  system  is  essential.  We  will  appreciate  your 
cooperation.  As  U.S.  Representative  Anna  Eshoo  said  in  March,  2009,  about  her  14th 
District,  dfeAV 

“People  value  the  land  there  and  they’ve  worked  hard  for  generations 
to  protect  it.  The  environment  is  not  an  issue  here— it’s  valued, 
cherished... and  sustained  by  each  generation.” 

We  plan  to  keep  it  that  way. 


Sincerely, 

Rosemary  K.  Maulbetsch 
miaulbetsch@sbcglobal.net 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Alexandra  Mayer  [mailto:alixmayer@drukers.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:16  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

I’m  a  Palo  Alto  resident  and  it  seems  as  though  101  would  be  a  better  route  for  the  train  than  Alma.  Please  strongly 
consider. 


^2 


AJix  Mayer 
1427  Byron  Street 
Palo  Alto 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:56  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High  Speed  Rail  in  Palo  Alto  -  put  it  underground 


From:  Alexandra  Mayer  [mailto:amayerl993@kellogg.northwestern.edu] 

Sent:  Monday,  February  09,  2009  9:54  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  in  Palo  Alto  -  put  it  underground 

I  hope  the  huge  funds  approved  by  California  voters  included  putting  the  high  speed  rail  underground  in  the  city  of  Palo  1  ^  7U«**1 
Alto. 


My  biggest  concern  is  safety.  The  high  suicide  rate  among  high  school  kids  coupled  with  a  high  speed  rail  passing  #1 

multiple  times  a  day  right  near  Palo  Aito  high  school  is  inviting  trouble.  Those  kids  hang  out  around  the  train  tracks  all  day  ^ z  j  j 
long.  Putting  the  high  speed  rail  underground  and  limiting  access  to  ticket  holders  would  put  me  much  more  at  ease. 


From  a  noise  perspective,  I  also  do  not  like  the  idea  of  so  many  trains  running  so  many  times  each  day. 

I  do  see  the  value  of  being  able  to  zip  down  to  Los  Angeles  without  having  to  fly  there,  but  I  was  shocked  that  voters 
approved  this  bond  measure  in  a  time  when  our  state  has  a  financial  crisis. 


J 

*3  It  (I 


Thanks  for  logging  my  public  comment. 

-  Aexandra  Mayer,  Palo  Alto  Resident 
1427  Byron  Street 


l 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Diane  Me  Coy 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  l 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 


•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


air=$\ 
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Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Diane  Me  Coy 

763  Greer  Road,  Palo  Alto  94303 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  JMcFall  [wmjmcfall@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  8:47  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Rail 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

California  High  Speed  Rail  -  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 
Names:  Jim  and  Gail  McFall 


Address:  1530  Escobita  Avenue,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
Email:  wmimcfall@vahoo.com 


Neighborhood:  Southgate  Neighborhood  in  Palo  Alto  .  _ 

Please  note  we  would  like  to  receive  newsletters,  information,  mailings  and  meeting  notices.  \ 


We  are  homeowners  and  residents  in  the  Southgate  neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto.  Southgate  is  located  betwj 
Churchill  Avenue  (north),  the  Caltrain  tracks  (east),  Peers  Park/Park  Avenue  (south)  and  El  Camino  Real 
(west). 


een 


We  are  concerned  about  a  number  of  issues  regarding  the  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR)  as  proposed  on  the  Cal 
corridor  along  the  Peninsula  and  we  hereby  request  that  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (HSRA)  address  th^ 
following  issues  in  the  project  design  and  EIR: 


ram 


1.  Right-of-Way  (ROW) 


1.1.  Research  the  Counties  Assessor’s  files  to  determine  actual  property  sizes  and  dimensions  for  Joint 
Powers  Board  parcels  that  make  up  the  Caltrain  corridor  in  Palo  Alto  and  all  affected  communities  in 
the  Counties  of  Santa  Clara  and  San  Mateo. 


1.2.  Provide  documentation  of  the  actual  ROWs  noted  above  and  show  on  Peninsula  map. 

2.  Eminent  Domain 


2.1.  Based  on  ROW  determination  above  (see  1.2),  provide  locations  of  ROW  where  adjacent  property  is 
likely  to  be  acquired  for  the  ROW,  including,  without  limitation,  any  and  all  adjacent  properties  in  Palo 
Alto  affected.  Provide  list  of  properties  by  address. 


I^U  AaaAA-sit^crw 


2.2.  How  will  adjacent  property  be  acquired?  Describe  the  process  in  detail,  including,  without  limitation, 
whether  eminent  domain  will  be  used. 


******* 


3.  Tracks  Configuration 

3.1.  Provide  detailed  diagrams,  with  specifications,  for  the  following  four-tracks  configurations,  including,  a, 

without  limitation,  all  structural  components,  and  overhead  catenary  wire  structures  (including  pole  / 
heights  and  specifications)  for  each  of  these  configurations: 


3.1.1.  at-grade 


i 


1-5 C  91^ 


A 


3.1.2.  elevated 

3.1.3.  trench 

3.1.4.  tunnel 

3. 1 .5.  stacked  (two  tracks  over  two  tracks) 

4.  Real  Property  Values 


4.1.  Research  to  determine  the  property  values  for  all  properties  located  within  500  feet  of  the  Caltrain 
corridor  in  Palo  Alto,  as  of  November  1 , 2008  (prior  to  the  passage  of  Prop  1 A  in  the  November  2008 
election),  including,  without  limitation,  Southgate  neighborhood  and  all  residential  neighborhoods  in 
Palo  Alto  within  500  feet  of  the  Caltrain  corridor. 

4.2.  Provide  documentation  of  the  property  value  determinations  for  the  properties  noted  above. 

4.3.  Provide  an  economic  analysis  of  the  effect  of  the  HSR  project  on  the  property  values  of  the  Southgate 

neighborhood,  as  well  as  all  other  residential  neighborhoods  in  Palo  Alto  within  500  feet  of  the  Caltrain 
corridor.  1 


<32 


5. 


Safety 

5.1 .  What  are  the  safety  issues  for  the  neighborhoods  and  schools  located  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  corrido 
in  Palo  Alto  and  the  proposed  HSR? 

5.2.  Research  and  provide  estimates  for  the  number  of  injuries  and  fatalities  in  the  event  of  a  train 
derailment  for  at  least  one  neighborhood  and  one  school  located  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  corridor  in 
Palo  Alto. 


5.3.  Research  and  provide  estimates  in  the  event  of  a  train  derailment  for  the  damages  and  loss  of 
property  in  at  least  one  neighborhood  and  school  located  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  corridor  in  Palo  Alto 

5.4.  What  measures  will  be  incorporated  into  the  HSR  system  to  insure  the  safety  of  residents  and 
students  of  Palo  Alto  High  School  in  the  event  of  a  train  derailment? 


6. 


Trees 


6.1. 

6.2. 


What  are  the  potential  impacts  on  existing  trees  located  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  corridor  in  Palo  Alto 
and  all  communities  on  the  Peninsula  in  Santa  Clara  and  San  Mateo  Counties? 

Provide  documentation  regarding  the  existing  trees  and  any  trees  that  will  require  removal  as  a  result 
of  the  HSR  project,  including,  without  limitation  a  map  illustrating  existing  trees  and  trees  slated  for  ^ 
removal. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


JMcFall  [wmjmcfalI@yahoo.com] 

Monday,  April  06,  2009  12:03  PM 
HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Rail 

HSR  Mariposa  Bkyard  30Mar09.jpg;  HSR  Churchill  eastbound  9March09.jpg;  HSR-from  Alma 
northbound  9March09.jpg;  HSR  from  Mariposa  Ave  18March09.jpg 


Scoping  Period  Comments 

California  High  Speed  Rail  -  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 
Names:  Jim  and  Gail  McFall 

Address:  1530  Escobita  Avenue,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
Email:  wmimcfall@vahoo.com 

Neighborhood:  Southgate  Neighborhood  in  Palo  Alto 


We  are  homeowners  and  residents  in  the  Southgate  neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto.  Southgate  is  located  between 
Churchill  Avenue  (north),  the  Caltrain  tracks  (east),  Peers  Park/Park  Avenue  (south)  and  El  Camino  Real 
(west). 


ht  ii 


We  hereby  request  that  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (HSRA)  address  the  following  issue  in  the  project  desigp 
and  EIR: 

1.  Visual  impacts  of  train  structue  options  •  - 


1.1.  Provide  drawings,  perspectives  and  other  visual  aids  showing  the  appearance  of  the  train  system  from 
adjacent  areas  and  neighborhoods  in  Palo  Alto,  for  the  following  four-tracks  configurations,  including, 
without  limitation,  all  structural  components,  and  overhead  catenary  wire  structures  (including  pole 
heights  and  specifications)  for  each  of  these  configurations: 

1.1.1.  at-grade 

1.1.2.  elevated 

1.1.3.  trench 

1.1.4.  stacked  (two  tracks  over  two  tracks) 

See  attached  conceptual  sketches  for  examples  (for  1.1.2  above)  of  graphic  information  requested. 
1.2  Provide  mitigations  for  visual  impacts  of  the  above  configurations^^  \ 

Thank  you. 
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Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  I/V't’S  T&L-  O 

Meeting  Date/Location  /&XO 

□  January  22 -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27 -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Name  (please  print):  /  V  /jyy  C-  ^ 

Title  (If  applicable): _ ~ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


*  r 


E-mail:  £/]<£'  '2~-  ftt 


ID  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


JY* . /fc— 


-'dhank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  os(  March  6,  2009.  ■  — y  y 

«■••£'  --■>  dr?  (  '/Ys-r-  L-f-v  v, 

Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing  /a  y.  /  '  ,, 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail'  I 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6, 2009.  MAR  %  ?009 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 
Name  (please  print);  City:  fl/t-lt?  Al'k  State:  C&  Zio: 


Name  (please  print);  ft 

Title  (if  applicable):  •  Uf'. 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address — l  ..Op _ £m Va-jff  A t-b  cfw  ° 

Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mating  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

1.  An  increased  number  of  electrified  Caitrain  trains  will  be  traveling  at  around  100  mph  on  the  Peninsula,  and  HSR 
is  limited  to  125  mph  on  the  Peninsula.  This  will  make  the  time  saved  in  traveling  between  SF  and  SJ  (and  between 
SF  and  PA  and  PA  and  SJ)  minimal.  Given  that  minimal  savings  in  time,  and  i£  as  is  highly  likely,  the  impacts  of 
HSR  on  Palo  Alto  and  surrounding  cities  will  be  deeply  harmful  in  many  respects  --  financial,  community  cohesion, 
noise,  aesthetics,  environment,  and  decreased  property  values  -  how  is  the  case  for  HSR  on  the  Peninsula 
COMPELLING?  Given  that  HSR  would  not  save  much  time  on  the  Peninsula  and  would  have  strong  negative 
impacts  on  Palo  Alto  and  other  cities,  the  case  for  going  ahead  with  it  must  be  COMPELLING.  How  is  it 
compelling  given  these  realities? 

2.  Where  is  the  evidence  that  that  the  ridership  projections  in  HSR's  already  published  EIR/EIS  program-level 
assessments  are  anything  but  self-serving  speculations?  Where  is  the  evidence  that  these  projections  are  the  results 

'  of  sophisticated,  high-quality  social  science  research  based  on  a  random  sample  based  public  survey  and  on  the  use 
of  valid  statistical  methods?  Why  has  not  a  committee  of  independent  survey  designers  and  statistical  experts  been 
commissioned  to  assess  the  methods  used  to  generate  these  projections,  including  those  related  to  ridership,  ticket 
costs,  project  cost,  and  decreased  greenhouse  emissions?  In  the  absence  of  solid  intellectual  grounds  for  taking  these 
projections  seriously,  they  are  mere  self-serving  speculation  and  do  not  warrant  being  taken  seriously. 

3.  Homeowners  along  the  Caitrain  corridor  have  already  suffered  significant  losses  in  the  market  values  of  their  ~ 
properties,  Where  have  those  losses  been  taken  into  account  in  a  realistic  way  in  HSR  thinking,  actions,  and 
planning  to  date? 

4.  What  that  is  patently  important  would  Palo  Alto  stand  to  gain  from  being  the  site  of  a  HSR  station,  when  doing  sT 
would  profoundly  negatively  alter  the  character  of  downtown  Palo  Alto  and  make  it  a  magnet  for  much  more 
automotive  and  bus  traffic  from  adjoining  cities?  This  would  put  much  more  car  traffic  on  Palo  Alto  streets,  degrade 
community  air  quality,  and  add  to  the  city  noise  level,  and  require  the  erection  of  large  parking  facilities.  It  is  also 
likely  to  deter  more  Palo  Altans  from  going  down  town  for  their  goods  and  services.  What  is  it  about  having  a  HSR 
station  deserves  to  take  precedence  over  these  extremely  negative  effects? 

5.  Why  was  the  California  public  in  general  and  the  SF  Peninsula  public  in  particular  deprived  of  a  chance  to  give  or 
withhold  its  informed  consent  on  HSR  in  last  November's  election?  HSR  deliberately  kept  the  Pachego  vs. 
Altamount  pass  decision,  the  280/1 0 1/CalTrain  corridor  decision,  and  the  fact  that  HSR  would  run  high  above¬ 
ground  along  the  Peninsula  as  low-protile  and  under-the-public-radar  as  possible  before  the  election  and  the  vote  on 
Prop.  1  A.  Why  should  such  chicanery  not  be  regarded  as  the  perpetration  of  a  deception  on  the  public  that  was  to 
vote  on  Prop.  1  A?  Why  should  there  not  be  a  re-vote  on  HSR  when  the  .public  is  finally  becoming  aware  of  what  the 
previously  hidden  negative  effects  of  HSR  on  the  Peninsula  would  be  and  is  now  able  to  give  or  withhold  its 
genuinely  informed  consent? 

6.  What  is  HSR  doing  to  financially  compensate  families  living  along  the  CalTrain  corridor  who  have  already 
suffered  serious  losses  in  their  property  values,  who  will  find  it  difficult  to  selUheir  houses  without  incurring  further 
losses,  and  who  would  have  to  live  with  major  construction  noise,  dust,  and  tiglification  for  years  to  come? 


7.  What  concrete  evidence  is  there  that  HSR  intends  to  give  serious  as  opposed  to  perfunctory  consideration  to  the 
no-build  option  on  the  Peninsula? 
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From:  Kate  McKenzie  [kmckpaint@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  10,  2009  6:55  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail 

To  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

Please  know  that  I  strongly  oppose  your  plans  to  create  a  raised  cement  platform  above  ground J  ^ 
through  Palo  Alto.  We  live  close  to  the  train  tracks,  in  one  of  the  neighborhoods  most 
affected  (Southgate)  and  you  will  destroy  our  homes  and  lives.  If  I  had  known  any  of  your 
plans  (they  certainly  were  not  made  visible)  before  the  election,  I  would  not  have  voted  for 
the  rail.  If  you  plan  to  intersect  communities,  you  absolutely  owe  it  to  those  communities 
affected,  to  tunnel  under  those  communities.  Like  our  neighbors,  we  will  do  everything 
possible  to  derail  the  plans  until  there  is  a  guarantee  to  tunnel. 

Kate  McKenzie 
Madrono  Avenue, 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Karen  McNay  [kmcnay@apr.com] 

Sent: 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  5:45  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Cc: 

city.council@cityofpaloalto.org;  feinstein.senate.gov;  boxer.senate.gov; 
sf.nancy@mail.house.gov;  speier.house.gov;  honda.house.gov;  senatorsimitian.com; 
assemblymemberruskin.com 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

Dear  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  members. 


I  am  not  opposed  to  the  High  Speed  Rail - I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  taking  that  mode  of 

transportation  all  around  the  world.  I  am  opposed  to  having  it  run  20  feet  above  ground  |  ^vet- 


through  the  heart  of  some  very  valuable,  old  and  important  neighborhoods  and  cities.  PrettyJ 
much  everywhere  else  in  the  world  the  rails  run  underground  through  cities  and  neighborhoods'!-^ 
and  it  works  very  well.  Many  of  them  actually  stop  at  the  airports.  It  has  been  stated  by  the 
HSR  that  underground  through  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  Atherton  would  be  to  difficult  and 
expensive.  It  has  been  possible  to  run  the  BART  tube  under  the  bay  and  underground  through 
many  of  the  cities.  I  know  a  lot  of  thought  allegedly  went  into  these  plans  but  it  seems  it 
was  to  the  benefit  of  those  in  Sacramento  with  little  or  no  consideration  for  the  —- 

neighborhoods  and  residents  along  the  way. 


-  %L  -tevvYh  S3” 

over  the  Altamont  Pass  which  would  serve 


The  logical  first  choice  would  be  to  put  it  back  over  the  Altamont  Pass  which  would  serve  - - 1 

many  thousands  coming  into  San  lose  and  Silicon  Valley  from  the  East  Bay  daily.  That  would  p 
actually  make  money.  The  next  best  option  is  to  Stop  the  HSR  at  San  lose  and  transfer  to  the 
existing  Caltrain  Baby  Bullet  or  regular  train.  It  may  take  a  few  minutes  longer  but  would 
also  save  a  few  Billion  Dollars.  This  option  would  also  give  the  travelers  the  opportunity  t&n  „ 
disembark  at  existing  stations  along  the  way  or  take  express  trains  without  having  to  build  . 

mega  stations  which  would  be  another  land  grab.  I  realize  this  makes  too  much  sense  but  it 
does  seem  the  preferable  option.  The  next  sensible  option  would  be  to  run  elevated  tracks  uj 
the  101  corridor  along  the  Bay.  That  would  have  little  impact  on  the  neighborhoods  and  oth^rl 
than  a  possible  spotted  salamander  not  nearly  as  much  impact  on  the  surrounding  area.  pfc-l  f£SDiDieS 

Otherwise,  the  entire  tracks  should  be  built  underground  through  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  ancf>^ 


Atherton  and  any  other  cities  which  may  have  major  neighborhoods  impacted.  A  20+  foot  high 

wall  (soon  to  be  covered  with  graffiti)  running  through  well  established,  valuable  cities  is  ^  I 


just  not  acceptable  in  any  way. 


^CaAc.of^^Vitp 


>ers  you 
SART, 


p  o^\y 


You  have  projected  some  amazingly  huge  numbers  of  people  using  this  HSR  and  I  don't 
understand  where  they  are  coming  from  if  you  exclude  the  East  Bay  connection.  The  n( 
are  putting  out  just  aren’t  realistic.  And,  this  isn't  a  government  funded  business. 

Caltrain  and  VTA  are  all  money  losers  because  of  lack  of  passengers. 

Look  at  the  mess  Ron  Diridon  left  us  with  on  the  Light  Rail  from  Mt. 

View  to  San  lose.  And  then  he  comes  to  town 
listen  to  us  but  it  is  a  done  deal!!  Doesn 
citizens.  There  seems  to  be  a  strong  feeling  of  arrogance  coming  from  the  members  of  the  / 

CHSRA  when  it  comes  to  communicating  with  and  listening  to  the  citizens.  0 

Plus  the  State  is  broke.  And  there  is  no  agreement  with  UPRR. 

-\3  W  OPfeR  -I  Atm£U&ov' 

Please,  Please,  Please  have  some  respect  for  the  citizens  along  the  way.  There  are  many  M*  u 
significantly  better  options  than  running  up  the  Caltrain  right  of  way.  \ 


•wn  and  tells  the  concerned  residents  that  HSRA  will7^7 
n’t  leave  much  room  for  trust  or  respect  from  the  / 


Thank  You, 


Karen  McNay 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


I  -5C  300 


Construction  (time  frame,  staging,  noise,  potentially  hazardous  waste,  clean  up,  etc.) 

^  1  Qtrf\^tK(yficiA  u/Wpd-Ofe  -{o  nrvi\A^e^dr 
Connectivity  with  greater  San  Jose  (with  sound  walls  on  each  side  isolating  SL) 

^  i  SL common rfv\  C 

Health  risks  posed  from  close  proximity  to  high  electrical  current 

*  i 

Fail  safe  measures  to  ensure  safe  operations  of  the  rail 

4-1  StM&f 

Seismic  structural  project  reinforcements 

Effect  on  historic=2  Olanamarks-Historic  El  Camino  Real  and  Almaden  Quick  Silver  Mines 

4H 


I  have  completed  much  study  re:  Japan  and  Europe’s  high  speed  rail  and  have  significant 
concerns,  even  to  it  profitability.  I  will  continue  to  educate  myself  so  as  to  ensure  that  the  Silver  Li 
neighborhood  is  not  railroaded,  figuratively  or  literally.  Should  the  decision  be  made  to  move  forvj 
with  the  current  proposal  and  our  concerns  not  be  adequately  addressed,  I  will  personally  lead  the 
charge  for  our  community  against  CAHSR  to  include  die  possibility  of  filing  or  joining  existing  le  2 
actions  against  CAHSR.  It  is  my  hope,  through  the  scoping  process,  that  CAHSR  will  give  very 
serious  consideration  to  the  above  concerns  and  will  select  an  alternate  route  that  does  not  impact  il 
Silver  Leaf  community,  its  neighbors  or  history. 


ard 


A 


Regards, 


Deborah  Miller 
Silver  Leaf  Resident 
SLNA  Board 

Delegate  Silver  Leaf  Coalition/City  of  San  Jose 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Mary  Miller  [mary.miller@stanfordalumni.org] 
Tuesday,  March  17,  2009  10:36  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Please  do  not  put  HST  thru  the  peninsula.  ^  °ff9 

It  will  blight  our  neighborhood  in  palo  alto  unless  it  is  underground!  *  I 
mary  miller  J  2  Tv***,/ 


l 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


midtown_gary@mac.com 

Wednesday,  January  21,  2009  1 1 :35  AM 

HSR  Comments 

midtown_gary@mac.com 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


down  the  Peninsula,  in  specific  through  Palo  |\lto  .  .  Lx 

the  quality  of  life  will  be  dramatic.  The  High! 


^oippose 


I  am  greatly  opposed  to  having  the  HST  run 
and  its  neighboring  Cities.  The  impact  to 
Speed  Train  should  terminate  in  San  Jose  where  anyone  wishing  to  head  north  would  board  J  '' '  ^ 
CalTrain . 


I  might  be  convinced  this  was  a  good  idea  If  there  was  a  way  to  put  the  tracks  underground 
along  the  Peninsula  route  allowing  those  Cities  to  reclaim  the  land  for  Parks  or  open  spaed 
I  believe  the  HSR  Authority  has  not  done  enough  to  explore  this  idea  and  while  costly,  this' 
stretch  of  tracks  along  the  Peninsula  is  impacted  the  most  by  this  project. 


2  c wdl&ird' 


regards, 

Gary 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Ed  H.  Chi  [echi@parc.com] 

Thursday,  March  12,  2009  3:05  PM 
HSR  Comments;  city.council@cityofpaloalto.org 
meadowcreek-HOA@googlegroups.com 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


City  Council.  HSR  project: 


While  many  of  us  voted  in  the  November  election  for  the  basic  principles  behind  HST  (myself  included),  its 
environmental  and  quality  of  life  impact  in  the  neighborhoods  it  will  pass  thru  should  not  be  overlooked. 


Many  of  us  in  the  Palo  Alto  neighborhood  of  Greenmeadow  near  the  Caltrain  corridor  are  all  concerned  abou 
the  elevated  HST  that  are  being  discussed  as  an  option  in  Palo  Alto.  First,  the  existing  train  track  already 
divide  our  town  into  two  halves,  the  HST  will  only  worsen  the  problem. 

14U  r \£>\$C 

Second,  potentially  more  distressing  is  the  increased  noise  from  the  elevated  trains.  There  was  talk  of  1  o\ 

constructing  tunnels  thru  Palo  Alto  for  the  train.  This  seems  like  a  potential  solution  that  should  be  looked  WZ  Turw 
seriously.  ' 


,  41 


I  urge  the  HST  project  and  the  Palo  Alto  city  council  to  look  at  these  issues  very  carefully  so  as  to  minimize!  ""  Q\\GlM) 
their  impact  in  our  neighborhoods.  Our  neighborhood  should  not  have  to  suffer  dust  and  noise  in  order  to  1  .  .  ^ 

benefit  the  larger  public  good.  1  <n  ‘ 


Many  thanks. 


Ed  Chi,  Mimi  Chang 

143  Greenmeadow  Way,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

CC:  Units  at  the  Meadowcreek  Association  of  homeowners 


1 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Kirsten  Missett  [kmissett@pausd.org] 
Monday,  March  30,  2009  1:04  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  High  Speed  Rail  Staff: 

I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  ^/oposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose  HSR 
will  have  on: 


FJ  / 1  Xifv? 


Safety:  My  safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors/ How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  125  mphl  ^ 
in  very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  J 
family's  safety? 


Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  Xt/^ 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  .  On.  /  </ 

Local  traffic  Flows  /  Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  IH 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city/from  emergency  services?  J*, 

Property  values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  ^\-j 


devaluation  and  subsequent  erosiop  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  o(j r  trees  and  impacting  local  wildlife? 


1*1  Br 


How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air~U|  fafklit 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  -> 


Sincerely, 

Kirsten  Missett 
597  Ashton  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:40  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  No  High  Speed  Rail  Through  Palo  Alto! 


From:  galen  [mailto:denzen@umich.edu] 

Sent:  Monday,  March  02,  2009  1:08  PM 
To:  PA  City  Council 

Cc:  PA  Patriot;  Diana  Samuels;  Stephen  Baxter;  SJMN  Letters;  SJMN  Community;  SJMN  Executive;  Ken  McLaughlin;  HSR 
Comments;  Gennady  Sheyner;  Jay  Thorwaldson;  Don  Kazak;  PA  Weekly;  PA  Weekly;  Dave  Price;  PA  Daily  News;  PA  Daily 
News;  Margaret  Abekoga;  Heyward  Robinson;  Jerry  Carlson;  galen 
Subject:  No  High  Speed  Rail  Through  Palo  Alto! 


Monday,  March  2, 2009 


Comments  to  Palo  Alto  City  Council  Regarding  High  Speed  Rail 


My  name  is  Dennis  Mitrzyk.  I've  lived  in  the  same  house  near  the  tracks  in  South  Palo  Alto  for  29  years  and  "7^  1  *• 

i'm  very  unhappy  with  this  Council  for  not  taking  a  leadership  role  to  inform  me  and  the  residents  of  this  ^ 

Community  of  the  sordid  details  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Proposition.  When  i  voted  for  this  monstrosity  i  hachto 

idea  i  was  voting  for  an  overhead  train  and  i  had  no  idea  i  was  voting  to  allow  my  neighbor's  private  property  to 

be  seized.  I  feel  i've  been  deceived  by  the  usual  suspects  of 'Public  Officials'  working  for  private  interests. 

Any  Public  Official  who  is  aiding  and  abetting  the  High  Speed  Rail  Deception  is  guilty  of  criminal  abuse  of  the  '  actyvyuja 
Public  Trust  and  possibly  also  election  fraud. 


I'm  not  asking,  i'm  demanding  that  this  Council  immediately  join  the  lawsuit  filed  by  our  sister  communities 
Menlo  Park  and  Atherton  to  stop  this  insanity  in  its  tracks!  Slick,  personable  representatives  of  the  Orwellian 
Authority  come  to  "early  in  the  process",  "input  and  feedback"  sessions  and  stand  before  us  with  a  straight  face 
and  tell  us  how  the  High  Speed  Rail  line  will  look.  Well,  i'm  here  to  tell  you  there  will  not  be  an  elevated  train 
line  running  the  length  of  this  beautiful  Peninsula  creating  a  Corridor  of  Blight  through  some  of  the  most 
desirable  real  estate  in  the  world!  ...not  if  We  the  People  have  anything  to  say  about  it!  And  to  anyone  out 
there  who  believes  this  Orwellian  Authority  has  the  final  say  in  this  matter  rather  than  the  People,  i  say  to  you 
this  is  Fascism  not  Democracy!  _ 


The  other  day,  i  learned  from  the  representative  of  the  Orwellian  Authority  that  the  new  ambient  sound  the " 
length  of  the  Peninsula  within  earshot  of  the  elevated  tracks  will  be  the  gentle  roar  of  a  high  speed  train  m  1 
careening  by  every  six  minutes.  No,  absolutely  not!  Right  now  the  ambient  sound  in  my  yard  is  the  song  of  t  re 
Mocking  Bird,  the  Lesser  Gold  Finch,  and  the  Oak  Tit  Mouse  and  it  will  remain  so! 


Running  elevated  tracks  through  Palo  Alto  will  destroy  this  Community  and  our  way  of  life.  How  do  you  put  a"]A^  ?1 
dollar  value  on  this?  Before  this  insane  proposal  was  fraudulently  put  to  the  voters  —  and  i  do  mean  put  to  the  J  .  . 

voters!  -  my  lovingly  landscaped  home,  verdant  with  Oxalis  and  Miner's  Lettuce,  was  still  worth  over  a  million"! 
dollars,  even  after  the  real  estate  market  adjustment.  What  is  my  beautiful  home  of  29  years  worth  now?  If  the—,  V  1 


Orwellian  Authority  has  its  way...  nothing...  nothing.  I've  worked  my  entire  life  to  have  a  home  in  a  quiet, 
niral/urban  setting,  if  the  Orwellian  Authority  has  its  way  i  will  have  worked  all  these  years  for  nothing... 
nothing. 


yvAu& 


i 
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And  i  voted  for  this  insanity?  Now  that  i  know  the  truth,  i'm  changing  my  vote  to  "no",  emphatically,  7  &/UD  [A 

unequivocally  NO!  I  repeat,  i'm  not  asking,  i'm  demanding  that  this  City  Council  join  the  existing  lawsuit  and  '  ' 

rally  other  communities  up  and  down  the  Peninsula  to  do  the  same. 


We  don't  need  this  High  Speed  Rail.  There  are  already  plenty  of  energy  efficient,  low  cost  flights  between" 
Northern  and  Southern  California  and  we  already  have  a  train  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco.  This 
project  will  only  create  more  traffic  more  deficits  more  subsidies  and  more  government  control  of  our  lives. 
We  don't  need  to  make  it  any  easier  than  it  already  is  to  move  up  and  down  this  Coast.  Since  you  politicos  lija' 
been  so  busy  fleecing  the  public  and  destroying  the  Public  Trust  you  seem  to  have  missed  the  latest  thinking 
such  matters:  Bio-Regionalism.  Check  it  out. 


am kW 


ve 
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To  the  people  of  the  Bay  Area,  i  urge  you  to  join  me  and  your  neighbors  in  filing  suit  to  stop  this  utter  insanity 
that  threatens  to  divide  our  beloved  communities  and  destroy  the  peaceful  and  quiet  life  we've  come  to  know 
here  in  this,  the  Valley  of  Heart's  Delight.  , 

#4  Off*** 

Dennis  "galen"  Mitrzyk 
Palo  Alto 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:37  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Fw:  fantastic  (opportunity)  deception:  high  speed  rail 


From:  galen  [mailto:denzen@umich.edu] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  04,  2009  12:36  AM 
To:  Barbara  Dawson;  Cheryl  Lilienstein 

Cc:  galen;  PA  Patriot;  Gary  Baum;  PA  City  Council;  HSR  Comments;  Margaret  Abekoga;  Heyward  Robinson;  Jerry 
Carlson;  Ken  McLaughlin;  Diana  Samuels;  Stephen  Baxter;  Karla  Kane;  Gennady  Sheyner;  Dave  Price;  Josh  Wolf;  Brittany 
Maling;  Peter  Drekmeier;  Aram  James;  Marie  Hetherington 
Subject:  Re:  Fw:  fantastic  (opportunity)  deception:  high  speed  rail 

Hi  Barb  and  Cheryl,  thanks  for  getting  in  touch.  I  agree,  that  if  done  properly,  HSR  could  be  an  incredible 
benefit;  however,  i  have  very  little  faith  that  the  HSRA  will  do  it  right.  They  lied  to  us  right  from  the  start  in  the 
Proposal  on  which  we  voted  and  they're  lying  to  us  now.  They're  moving  ahead  with  their  default  plan  for 
elevated  tracks  and  before  we  make  our  case  for  tunneling  they  will  simply  tell  us  the  decision  has  been  made  Ito 
overhead  for  financial  reasons,  end  of  story,  the  Authority  has  spoken.  I  feel  our  only  recourse  at  this  stage  of 
the  game  is  to  file  suit  to  stop  this  thing  in  its  tracks.  I  also  want  criminal  charges  for  election  fraud  on  certain 
key  people  behind  this  sham. 

If  you  want  to  join  the  PA  Patriot  group,  Cheryl,  just  send  an  e-mail  to:  p-a-patriot- 
subscribe@vahoogroups.com . 

All  the  best  —  Dennis  "galen"  Mitrzyk 

Barbara  Dawson  wrote: 

Galen, 

Could  you  please  put  Cheryl  on  our  PA  Patriot  list?  Secondly  she  would  like  to  communicate  with 
you  directly  about  your  letter  and  the  ideas  she  has  laid  out  below.  I  am  guessing  she  sees 
someplace  other  than  where  the  CalTrain  tracks  run  now  to  create  this  new  city  plan. 

Take  a  deep  breath. 

Barb 

—  Original  Message  — 

From:  Cheryl  Lilienstein 
To:  Barbara  Dawson 
Sent:  Tuesday,  March  03,  2009  7:53  AM 
Subject:  Fwd:  fantastic  opportunity:  high  speed  rail 

Dear  Barb, 

I  am  a  high  speed  rail  proponent,  and  see  it  as  a  spectacular  opportunity  to  unify  Palo  Alto  and  improve  our 
community.  Here  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mayor  Drekmeier.  Perhaps  you  would  forward  to  Galen?  And,  how  c^n  I 
get  on  p-a  patriot  list? 

Thanks,  Cheryl 

Begin  forwarded  message: 


-4 1\  i  / 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

galenl  @mindspring.com 

Sent: 

Thursday,  March  26,  2009  8:43  AM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Cc: 

bmmaling@gmail.com;  clilienstein@me.com;  dan@danlorimer.net;  daniel.k@earthlink.net; 
denzen@umich.edu;  YAPAR@aol.com;  illusionsnomore@roadrunner.com; 
mariamfula@earthlink.net;  p-a-patriot@yahoogroups.com;  prez@usa-exile.org; 
RenoDeCaro@aol.com;  saraannruth@gmail.com;  flameflower@runbox.com 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 

^"7  Psif  14 


Even  though  i  voted  for  the  HSR  proposal,  now  that  i  know  that  the  default  plan  is  for  an 
elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula,  i  am  adamantly  opposed  to  the  HSR. 

Knowing  what  i  know  now  that  i  didn't  know  then,  i'm  demanding  a  new  vote!  I  vote  NO  and  i 
bet  that  everyone  else  who  was  deceived  by  the  HSRA  will  also  vote  NO  now  that  they  know  the  -1 
truth  of  this  incredible  scam.  The  people  of  this  State  and  particularly  the  people  of  the 
Bay  Area  were  purposely  deceived  by  the  usual  suspects  of  corrupt  Public  Officials  working 
for  private  interests.  This  entire  HSR  plan  is  one  huge  scam  and  i  will  not  stand  for  it.  1 1  tty  0 f/fvko^ 
stand  firmly  in  opposition.  Ir  '  ^ 


Our  local  representative,  Ron  Diridon,  is  NOT  representing  the  interests  or  the  concerns  of 
the  people  of  the  Bay  Area  even  one  iota.  He  represents  ONLY  the  interests  of  the  Orwellean 
High  Speed  Rail  Authority.  He  tells  us  that  $90M  has  already  been  spent  so  it's  "too  late" 
to  question  the  plans  of  the  HSRA.  He  tells  us  that  too  many  questions  will  only  delay  the 
HSR.  Well  guess  what?  ...the  HSR  should  be  delayed  forever!  _ 


Oof'SvdAA' 


What  follows  is  a  summary  of  why  i'm  opposed  to  this  entire  HSR  debacle: 


1)  the  HSRA  engaged  in  election  fraud  by  not  making  it  clear  to  the  voters  that  the  default 
plan  was  for  an  elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  (election  fraud  is 
ILLEGAL,  i  want  to  see  the  people  responsible  stand  trial); 


'4 


2)  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  approved  and  endorsed  the  HSR  plan  without  getting  any  input 
from  the  people  that  they  SERVE  (this  is  a  gross  betrayal  of  the  public  trust  and  amounts  to 
criminal  malfeasance,  i  want  to  see  the  members  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  responsible  for 
endorsing  this  insanity  stand  trial); 


3)  the  biggest  rationale  for  HSR  seems  to  be  Europe  has  HSR,  but  this  logic  is  flawed  since”]  ttl  fa 


the  population  density  in  Europe  is  far  greater; 

4)  there  are  already  many  airports  connecting  North  and  South  California; 

5)  there  is  already  a  "baby  bullet"  train  connecting  San  lose  and  San  Francisco; 


6)  an  elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  will  create  a  corridor  of  blight  ~~1 4  \ 
through  some  of  the  most  expensive,  most  desirable,  most  expensive,  and  most  beautiful  land 

in  the  entire  world!; 

7)  an  elevated  track  will  divide  the  entire  Peninsula  into  East  and  West  sectors;  "1  {*/ 

8)  an  elevated  track  will  destroy  the  quality  of  life  of  everyone  living  close  enough  to  hear*! 

trains  speeding  by  every  six  minutes;  ' 


9)  an  elevated  track  will  mean  that  my  beautiful  home  of 
virtually  worthless; 


1 


10)  an  elevated  track  will  require  homeowners  to  have  their  property  seized;  J  ^  ^  ” 

11)  an  elevated  track  will  destroy  valuable  historic  sites  on  the  Peninsula  such  as  the  1000~1  HI 

year  old  El  Palo  Alto;  ftoourtV 

12)  the  State  of  California  is  already  bankrupt,  any  HSR  will  need  massive  subsidies  to  "")£-$ 

remain  in  operation;  -^5 

13)  the  ridership  estimates  for  the  HSR  are  arbitrary,  based  totally  on  wishful  thinking; 

14)  making  it  easier  to  travel  simply  creates  more  travel,  this  additional  travel  adds  to  “1  tfl QuJ/U 

ranhnn  omi  ccinnc  -t-ho  HCLR  iiinnlH  CRFATF  nnl  1  n+’i  r»n  nnt  rprilirp  1 1" :  -1  /CL 


carbon  emissions,  the  HSR  would  CREATE  pollution  not  reduce  it; 

15)  the  idea  being  promoted  by  true  visionary  environmentalists  is  Bio-Regionalism,  a  HSR 
connecting  North  and  South  California  is  not  forward  thinking,  it's  backward  thinking! 


G^6 


For  all  of  the  reasons  stated  here,  i  demand  that  the  HSRA  immediately  cease  and  desist  this 
corrupt  scam  being  foisted  on  the  people  of  the  Bay  Area.  If  Southern  California  wants  a  ~j  #<£ 
HSR,  let  them  have  it,  but  it  should  stop  in  San  Jose  and  Sacramento,  end  of  story.  J 

Livid  --  Dennis  "galen"  Mitrzyk 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


galenl  @mindspring.com 
Wednesday,  April  01,  2009  8:18  AM 
HSR  Comments 

galen;  HSR  List;  marie;  Prez;  Reno  DeCaro;  PAP 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  (addendum) 


Even  though  i  voted  for  the  HSR  proposal,  now  that  i  know  that  the  default  plan  is  for  an 
elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula,  i  am  adamantly  opposed  to  the  HSR.  t—si— * 

Knowing  what  i  know  now  that  i  didn't  know  then,  i'm  demanding  a  new  vote!  I  vote  NO  and  i 
bet  that  everyone  else  who  was  deceived  by  the  HSRA  will  also  vote  NO  now  that  they  know  the  I 
truth  of  this  incredible  scam.  The  HSR  measure  "passed"  by  a  slim  margin,  52%  if  i  remember  I  -^<^1 
right,  it  would  never  have  "passed"  had  the  people  known  what  they  were  voting  for.  The  \ 

people  of  this  State  and  particularly  the  people  of  the  Bay  Area  were  purposely  deceived  by  \ 
the  usual  suspects  of  corrupt  Public  Officials  working  for  private  interests.  This  entire  \ 

HSR  plan  is  one  huge  scam,  i  will  not  stand  for  it.  I  stand  firmly  in  opposition  and  will  do  | 
everything  in  my  power  to  stop  it. 


Our  local  representative,  Ron  Diridon,  is  NOT  representing  the  interests  or  the  concerns  of 
the  people  of  the  Bay  Area  even  one  iota.  He  represents  ONLY  the  interests  of  the  Orwellean 
High  Speed  Rail  Authority.  He  tells  us  that  $90M  has  already  been  spent  so  it's  "too  late" 
to  question  the  plans  of  the  HSRA.  He  tells  us  that  too  many  questions  will  only  delay  the 
HSR.  Well  guess  what?  ...the  HSR  should  be  delayed  forever! 
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What  follows  is  a  summary  of  why  i'm  opposed  to  this  entire  HSR  debacle: 

1)  the  HSRA  engaged  in  election  fraud  by  not  making  it  clear  to  the  voters  that  the  default  I 

plan  was  for  an  elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  (election  fraud  is  \  \ 

ILLEGAL,  i  want  to  see  the  people  responsible  stand  trial);  ^ J 

2)  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  approved  and  endorsed  the  HSR  plan  without  getting  any  input  J 

from  the  people  that  they  SERVE  (this  is  a  gross  betrayal  of  the  public  trust  and  amounts  to 
criminal  malfeasance,  i  want  to  see  the  members  the  Palo  Alto  City  Council  responsible  for^  j 
endorsing  this  insanity  stand  trial);  * 

4)  there  are  already  many  airports  connecting  North  and  South  California 2- 

5)  there  is  already  a  "baby  bullet"  train  connecting  San  Jose  and  San  Franciscoijil^  U-l^ 

- - ,J\  ry 

6)  an  elevated  track  running  the  length  of  the  Peninsula  will  create  a  corridor  of  blight 
through  some  of  the  most  expensive,  most  desirable,  most  expensive,  and  most  beautiful  land 
in  the  entire  world!; 


7)  an  elevated  track  will  divide  the  entire  Peninsula  into  East  and  West  sectors; 


-4.  <=•) 

8)  an  elevated  track  will  destroy  the  quality  of  life  of  everyone  living  close  enough  to  hear 

trains  speeding  by  every  six  minutes;  t* 

9)  an  elevated  track  will  mean  that  my  beautiful  home  of  29  years  in  South  Palo  Alto  will  bej 

virtually  worthless;  ^  J  > 

10)  an  elevated  track  will  require  homeowners  to  have  their  property  seized; 

l  — • 


X-sc  sm 


11)  an  elevated  track  will  destroy  valuable  historic  sites  on  the  Peninsula  such  as  the  1000  i  Ptd 

year  old  El  Palo  Alto;  J 

12)  the  State  of  California  is  already  bankrupt,  any  HSR  will  need  massive  subsidies  to 

remain  in  operation;  J  "T 

13)  the  ridership  estimates  for  the  HSR  are  arbitrary,  based  totally  on  wishful  thinking;^ 

14)  ticket  prices  will  be  high  enough  that  only  wealthier  people  will  be  able  to  afford 

so  the  working  poor  will  be  forced  to  subsidize  the  travel  of  the  more  affluent;  J  \J 

15)  security  measures  to  safeguard  HSR  passengers  will  need  to  be  similar  to  measures  at  "v-M 
airports  so  the  time  difference  between  HSR  and  flying  will  be  greater  than  advertised;  J 


16)  HSR  will  be  difficult  to  protect  against  interference  that  would  bring  the  whole  line  to 
a  halt;  ' 


17)  making  it  easier  to  travel  simply  creates  more  travel,  this  additional  travel  adds  to 
carbon  emissions,  the  HSR  would  CREATE  pollution  not  reduce  it;  and 

18)  the  idea  being  promoted  by  true  visionary  environmentalists  is  Bio-Regionalism,  a  HSR\.|tc>| 
connecting  North  and  South  California  is  not  forward  thinking,  it’s  backward  thinking!  I  I 

For  all  of  the  reasons  stated  here,  i  demand  that  the  HSRA  immediately  cease  and  desist  thia  cjxrJ 
corrupt  scam  being  foisted  on  the  people  of  the  Bay  Area.  If  Southern  California  wants  a  |  | 

HSR,  let  them  have  it,  but  it  should  stop  in  San  lose  and  Sacramento,  end  of  story. 


Livid  --  Dennis  "galen"  Mitrzyk 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:37  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  [Palo_Alto_HSR]  Anti-HSR  Rally? 


From:  galen  [mailto:denzen@umich.edu] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  1:58  PM 

To:  Palo_Alto_HSR@yahoogroups.com;  PA  City  Council;  PA  Patriot;  Yoriko  Kishimoto;  HSR  Comments;  Peter  Drekmeier; 
John  Barton 

Cc:  galen;  Dan  Lorimer;  Marie  Hetherington;  Sara  Armstrong;  Brittany  Maling;  Liz  Kniss;  Margaret  Abekoga;  Heyward 
Robinson;  Jerry  Carlson;  Bern  Beecham;  Donald  Larkin;  Barbara  Boxer;  Ken  McLaughlin;  Paul  Rogers;  Barbara  Marshman; 
Karla  Kane;  Gennady  Sheyner;  Dave  Price;  Mike  Cobb 
Subject:  Re:  [Palo_Alto_HSR]  Anti-HSR  Rally? 

Dear  Rita  et  alia,  i  agree  with  what  Rita  has  posted  here.  HSR  is  NOT  a  "done  deal".  People  like  Martin 
and  Arthur  want  us  to  believe  that  it  is  when  it  most  certainly  is  NOT.  1  believe  we  have  to  fight  fire  with  (fire. 
Since  the  HSR  ballot  initiative  was  fraudulently  sold  to  the  good  people  of  this  State,  the  results  of  that  I 
initiative  should  be  challenged  in  a  court  of  law  and  the  responsible  parties  brought  to  justice.  As  we  pursue  a 
court  case,  we  should  start  collecting  signatures  right  now  for  a  new,  truthful  ballot  initiative  that  would  \ 
overturn  the  proposal  that  so  many  of  us  voted  for  under  false  pretenses. 


This  is  utter  nonsense!  The  HSRA  is  projecting  a  huge  growth  in  the  population  of  this  State.  Rather  than 
worry  about  food  and  water  and  basic  services  like  education  and  a  job  for  all  of  these  new  people,  the  I  ISRlA 
worried  about  whisking  people  to  Disneyland  instead!  This  is  absolutely  insane  and  it's  criminal.  If  we  simply 
roll  over  and  let  them  destroy  our  way  of  life  here,  what's  next?  No,  i  refuse  to  let  these  slick  political  criminals 
get  away  with  this! 


SR  is 


Furthermore,  we  need  to  take  this  fight  to  our  City  Council  as  well.  At  least  three  of  them  seem  to  think  HS 
a  good  idea.  My  question  for  them  is:  Whom  do  you  serve?  ...the  people?  or  big  business? 

This  fight  is  just  beginning.  We  can't  give  up  just  because  people  like  Martin  and  Arthur  tell  us  we  should  jijist 
accept  this  travesty  and  get  on  with  it.  No!  ...we've  only  just  begun  to  fight  this  insanity. 


For  truth  and  justice  —  Dennis  "galen"  Mitrzyk 


Rita  Wespi  wrote: 


»I  try  to  operate  under  "worst  scenario"  rules. 

Martin,  my  view  of  the  worst  case  scenario  is  complacency.  The  worst  that  can  happen  is  for  people  to  slowly  come  to 
conclusion  that  HSR  through  the  Peninsula  is  a  given  -  an  inevitable  outcome  -  an  impossible  thing  to  fight.  I  don't  buy 
into  that  view,  maybe  because  I  still  have  a  (naive?)  belief  that  by  uncovering  facts  and  deception  we  can  alter  the 
outcome. 


As  the  HSR  momentum  grows,  I've  seen  people  who  were  adamantly  opposed  to  HSR  gradually  lower  their  resistance 

l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From; 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:38  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  [Palo_Alto_HSR]  Anti-HSR  Rally? 


From:  galen  [mailto:denzen@umich.edu] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  18,  2009  10:35  AM 
To:  Palo_Alto_HSR@yahoogroups.com 

Cc:  galen;  PA  City  Council;  PA  Patriot;  Brittany  Mating;  Sara  Armstrong;  Ken  McLaughlin;  Barbara  Marshman;  Karla  Kane; 
Gennady  Sheyner;  PA  Daily  News;  Dave  Price  <price@baydailypost.com>,  Marie  Hetherington;  Dan  Lorimer;  Margaret 
Abekoga;  Heyward  Robinson;  Jerry  Carlson;  Peter  Drekmeier;  Yoriko  Kishimoto;  HSR  Comments  i 
Subject:  Re:  [Palo_Alto_HSR]  Anti-HSR  Rally?  \ 

Martin,  i  beg  your  pardon!  To  characterize  my  e-mail  as  "flaming"  is  utter  nonsense.  No,  fISR  is  NOT  a  "done 
deal".  The  people  behind  this  monstrosity  engaged  in  election  fraud  to  get  the  bond  measure  passed.  They 
know  it,  you  know  it,  and  i  know  it.  Election  fraud  is  ILLEGAL.  This  is  my  very  clear  position  on  HSR.  I 
want  to  see  the  criminals  who  are  behind  this  behind  bars.  Is  this  precise  enough  for  you?  \  v  .  ,  AO, 

\  gnMy ( M 


Regards  -  Dennis  "galen"  Mitrzyk 
Martin  Engel  wrote: 


"I  Ac 

Galen,  forgive  me  but  if  there  is  such  a  thing  as  this  anti-HSR  rally,  I  think  it's  a  counter-productive  thing  to  ao^  \ 
Flaming  may  make  you  feel  good  but  won't  accomplish  anything.  Being  critical  of  the  HSR  agenda  as  Of  J/ 

"managed"  by  Kopp  and  Diridon  is  good  and  necessary.  We  need  to  know  the  facts.  But  opposing  this  projec  t  / 
this  late  in  the  game  is  worthless.  It  won't  go  away. 

I  ask  that  all  of  us  who  have  become  so  concerned  need  to  become  and  stay  focused.  What,  precisely  do  we 
object  to?  What,  precisely  do  we  want?  We  need  to  know  the  answer  to  both  of  those  questions  and  we  need  ti^\ 
help  everyone  else  understand  why  those  answers  are  critical  to  all  of  us.  \r$o% 

I  firmly  believe  that,  unless  a  miracle  happens,  the  Caltrain  corridor  will  host  the  high-speed  train.  We  may  ""l  ^ 
wish  for  Altamont,  stopping  HSR  in  San  Jose,  using  280  or  101  or  some  other  alternative  route,  but  that  wishing  < 
is  not  well-directed  energy.  Remember,  we  are  dealing  with  two  forces,  HSR  and  Caltrain.  They  have  a  shared! 
agenda  on  the  corridor.  Ml  yxyvvtL  J 

Here  are  some  stimuli  for  helping  you  get  and  stay  focused:  1 1  (IfttYT) 

-Eminent  Domain  Adverse  Takings  :£vvuv\ev^'' 

-Construction  easements  (j>  PcjiO 

-Shoofly,  temporary  tracks  T 
-Property  value  deterioration  4=  C, 

-Town  division  and  separation  \ 

-Quality  of  life  erosion^  £ okyx\w<vX\/  (v^p^ctc, 


i 
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-Over  five  years  of  construction  disruptions  *  l  CDYXCWW  b> 

-Lawsuits  ib^  2p\  <^5 

In  order  to  mitigate  these  effects,  it  might  be  great  to  have  a  tunnel  rahyTl 


"TRANSFER  THE  TRACKS  THROUGH  TUNNELS 
"WE  WANT  100,000  NEIGHBORS  ON  OUR  SIDE" 
"SAVE  OUR  URBAN  ENVIRONMENT" 

"WE  ARE  MAKING  OUR  GRASS-ROOTS  GROW’ 


"GIVE  US  BACK  OUR  RAIL  CORRIDOR  AND  MAKE  IT  GRE1 
"PUT  THE  TRAINS  OUT  OF  SIGHT" 


SiTSA 


rzsmMfV^fis¥kVr>i- 


N" 

vfi$”  “-iGvi'i 


Martin 


Hi  all,  somehow  i  got  in  my  head  that  there's  an  anti-HSR  Rally 
tomorrow,  Saturday.  Is  this  true? 

Please  advise  --  galen 


*w 


C 


i 


sis******  *  *  *  *  *********** 

Martin  Engel 
1 621  Stone  Pine  Lane 
Menlo  Park,  CA  94025 
650:323-1670 
martinengel@earthlink.net 
********* ************* 


2 


with  the  mistaken  belief  that  it's  becoming  too  difficult  to  challenge.  It's  becoming  more  difficult  to  challenge,  but  it's 
way,  way  too  early  to  be  throwing  in  the  towel.  As  the  HSR  momentum  grows  we  must  elevate  our  efforts  to  match  that 
growth,  expanding  our  reach  to  iocal,  state  and  federal  officials.  Complacency  is  our  enemy,  not  HSR  or  those  S  lovable 
guys. 


Rita 


Martin  Engel  wrote: 


Thanks.  Arthur.  I  agree  with  your  reading  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  I'm  not  sanguine  about  slopping  this 
tsunami.  These  guys  are  arrogant,  but  not  stupid.  They  have  and  listen  to  lawyers.  Because  there  has  been  no 
accountability  or  oversight,  no  one  has  yet  seriously  taken  them  to  task  for  their  "misbehavior."  My  own 
pessimism  tells  me  that  it's  too  late  since  a  majority  of  the  voters,  well  or  ill  informed,  did  approve  the  bond 
measure.  Although  all  this  was  undone  in  Florida  some  years  ago,  I  do  not  believe  it  will  happen  here. 


Therefore,  I  say,  let's  get  on  with  it.  Tunnels  only  cost  too  much  until  you  start  pricing  —  with  full-cost 
accounting  —  all  the  alternatives.  It  would  be  a  win-win.  We  get  ALL  the  trains  out  of  sight  and  open  up  the  raj 
corridor  without  rails,  and  they  get  fast,  efficient  four  tracks  on  which  their  HSR  can  run  as  fast  as  they  wish. 
AND,  we  haven't  discussed  this  yet,  but  they  can  straighten  the  tunnels  below  ground  from  one  station  to  the 
next,  without  having  to  follow  surface  contours. 


a 
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Martin 


As  a  researcher  in  election  integrity  issues,  the  campaign  for  the 
High  Speed  Rail  bond  was  not,  per  se,  election  fraud.  Disinformation 
or  misinformation  in  campaigns  is  decidedly  not  considered  fraud  in 
the  US.  There  are  primarily  two  types  of  election  fraud  in  the  US: 
voter  fraud  and  electoral  fraud.  Voter  fraud  is  when  voters  who  are 
not  supposed  to  vote  cast  votes  anyway.  Electoral  fraud  is  when  the 
tally  is  incorrect  because  of  election  mechanism  issues,  including 
voting  machine  or  voting  tally  machine  compromises,  or  vote  selling 
or  coercion,  or  other  systematic  voting  process  manipulations. 

Unfortunately,  prosecuting  disinformation  or  misinformation  in 
campaigns  as  election  fraud  has  potentially  greater  risks  than  any 
problem  it  might  solve.  If  anything,  the  freedom  of  speech  most 
applies  to  political  speech,  where  outright  lies  are  fair  game  and 
are  to  be  countered  with  truth  not  legal  action. 

Best  regards, 

Arthur 

At  10:34  AM  -0700  4/1 8/09,  galen  wrote:  / 

>Martin,  i  beg  your  pardon!  To  characterize  my  e-mail  as  "flaming" 
>is  utter  nonsense.  No,  HSR  is  NOT  a  " done-meal".  The  people  behind 
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>this  monstrosity  engaged  in  electiomfraud  to  get  the  bond  measure 
>passed.  They  know  it,  you  know/if,  and  i  know  it.  Election  fraud 
>is  ILLEGAL.  This  is  my  verv  clear  position  on  HSR.  I  want  to  see 
>the  criminals  who  are  behind  this  behind  bars.  Is  this  precise 
>enough  for  you?  z7 

>  y/ 

>Regards  —  Dennis  Tgalen"  Mitrzyk 


Experienced  advisor  to  leading  edge  startups  and 
accomplished  expert  witness  on  patent  infringement  cases. 

Arthur  M.  Keller,  Ph.D.,  3881  Gorina  Way,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303-4507 
tel  +1(650)424-0202,  fax +1(650)424-0424 


♦  sic******************** 

Martin  Engel 

1621  Stone  Pine  Lane 

Menlo  Park,  CA  94025 

650:323-1670 

martincngel@earthlink.net 

********************** 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday.  March  05,  2009  3:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  "San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Molano,  Pamela  [mailto:PMolano@LPCH.ORG] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  January  28,  2009  4:18  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc :  Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov 
Subject:  "San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


I  have  been  apprised  of  the  initial  scoping  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  system,  in 
particular,  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  link.  I  understand  the  next  step  in  the  process  is 
completion  of  an  Environmental  Impact  Report  in  the  spring  of  2010.  I  have  many  concerns 
about  the  devastating  environment  impacts  that  this  link  would  have  on  the  Southgate 
neighborhood  (bordered  by  Churchill  and  Park  Avenues  and  El  Camino  Real  and  Alma)  in  Palo 
Alto.  I  would  like  to  share  my  "quality  of  life"  concerns  and  ask  you  to  be  aware  of  the 
following 
issues: 


1.  The  additional  noise  and  vibration  of  125  mph  trains  (encroaching  further  into  the  I  '  Vv_-k 

neighborhoods  all  along  the  existing  Cal  Train  tracks)  will  have  a  profound  negative  effecll 
on  all  nearby  homes.  '  4vC 

2.  The  unsightliness  of  "grade  separated"  trains,  overhead  lines,  and/or  depressed  street  3  ^  f  > 

will  destroy  the  current  ambiance  of  the  neighborhoods.  Having  massive  concrete  barriers 
built  around  the  tracks  and  through  the  middle  of  own  town  is  not  compatible  with  the 
neighborhoods.  What  would  be  the  impact  on  Peers  Park  and  Palo  Alto  High  School? 

3.  The  loss  of  homes  in  the  affected  neighborhoods  along  the  train  tracks  will  further  j  j  y*jy  " 
reduce  housing  in  Palo  Alto... the  opposite  direction  from  where  the  city  would  like  to  head  P*  ' 

with  its  growth  and  development  plans.  The  relocation  assistance  required  for  the  displace^  ^ 

neighbors  would  be  very  costly.  »  i  ASi" 

4.  In  the  event  of  an  earthquake,  trains  could  be  displaced  causing 
more  trauma  to  actual  lives  and  neighborhoods. 

5.  Walking  and  biking  within  the  city  of  Palo  Alto  are  becoming  increasingly  popular  as 
"green"  transportation  alternatives.  The  new  tracks  and  higher  speed  trains  will  greatly 
impact  the  safety  of  children  and  adults  as  they  cross  the  tracks  on  their  way  to  school  and| 
work.  Where  would  the  school  crossings  and  under/over  passes  be  built? 

This  would  also  be  costly. 


#1  runSC 
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6.  Making  Palo  Alto  a  "destination  hub  station"  would  greatly  increase  traffic  issues  for 
the  city.  This  is  a  constant  point  of  contention  for  the  city  with  any  new  development. 


41  o\VcM^ 


Building  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  along  the  Cal  Train  tracks  would  cause  a  major 
deterioration  of  quality  of  life  and  makes  Palo  Alto/Southgate  a  community  I  would  no  longer 
choose  to  live  in.  I  strongly  oppose  this  development  along  the  Cal  Train  tracks. 


There  are  other  options  that  would  minimize  environmental  impact  on  immediately  adjacent 
neighborhoods,  avoiding  schools,  backyards,  parks,  etc.  These  options  include: 

1.  Placing  this  development  along  Highway  101  (with  the  advantage  of  revitalizing  blightec 
areas  along  101) . 

2.  Placing  this  development  directly  east  from  San  Francisco  to  the  Central  Valley. 


, 


i 
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3.  Placing  this  development  along  the  BART  line. 

4.  Determining  that  a  "No  Build"  option  is  most  appropriate  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San 
Dose  link  due  to  the  negative  environmental  impacts. 

I  strongly  support  the  exploration  of  the  above  listed  options.  Thank  you  for  your  interest 
in  soliciting  our  comments  and  suggestions. 


Pamela  A.  Molano,  FACHE,  FACMPE 
Chief  Administrative  Officer, 

Pediatric/Obstetric  Faculty  Practice  Organization  &  Vice  President,  Physician  and  Ambulatory 

Services  Lucile  Packard  Children's  Hospital  @  Stanford 

700  Welch  Road  Suite  #225 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94304 

Phone:  650/723-5636 

E-mail:  pmolanofaipch.org 


Notice:  This  e-mail  communication  and  any  attachments  may  contain  confidential  and  privileged 
information  for  the  use  of  the  designated  recipients  named  above.  If  you  are  not  the  intended 
recipient,  you  are  hereby  notified  that  you  have  received  this  communication  in  error  and 
that  any  review,  disclosure,  dissemination,  distribution  or  copying  of  it  or  its  contents  is 
prohibited.  If  you  have  received  this  communication  in  error,  please  notify  the  sender 
immediately  by  telephone  and  destroy  all  copies  of  this  communication  and  any  attachments. 


CONFIDENTIALITY  NOTICE:  This  communication  and  any  attachments  may  contain  confidential  or 
privileged  information  for  the  use  by  the  designated  recipient(s)  named  above.  If  you  are 
not  the  intended  recipient,  you  are  hereby  notified  that  you  have  received  this  communication 
in  error  and  that  any  review,  disclosure,  dissemination,  distribution  or  copying  of  it  or  the 
attachments  is  strictly  prohibited.  If  you  have  received  this  communication  in  error,  please 
contact  the  sender  and  destroy  all  copies  of  the  communication  and  attachments.  Thank  you. 
MSG: 104-123 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Kate  Mone 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

{XOQ^L 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  *  1 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  , L  -k  C 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^  CAw  ''  ' 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CX\fC\\A^<^'  *Y 


%\  (VO  l5& 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Kate  Mone 

4163  Park  Blvd;  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  info@hsr.ca.gov 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  25,  2009  1 1:00  PM 

To:  info  @  HSR 

Subject:  CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Larry  Mone 
Company: 

Phone:  650.856.4221 

Email:  larry.mone@gmail.com 

Website: 

Comment: 

The  house  in  which  my  family  lives  borders  the  rail  line  in  Palo  Alto  between  Charlston  and  East  Meadow.  I  am  tj- ) 
very  concerned  about  the  safety  of  my  family  if  a  high  speed  train  should  have  an  accident  at  very  high  speed  in 
my  neighborhood.  Can  you  guarantee  the  safety  of  my  family?  J 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Larry  Mone  [Iarry.mone@gmatl.com] 
Monday,  March  30,  2009  8:42  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  High  Speed  Rail  Staff: 

I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have  on: 


Safety:  My  safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  at  125  mph  in  very  close 
proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family  s  safety? 


'Jtyl  I  Xf/hv 
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Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  running  at  much  J  /Vb,S£ 

LooaTtrafflc  Flows  /  Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  schools  and  largejftt 
sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  devaluation  and  J  0.6  f  7 

subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  ^  ^  ^  y*{, 


How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 


]fi 


How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  pollution  caused  by  J  *)  ft y-  6, 


increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Sincerely 

Larry  Mone 
4163  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
650.856.4221 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today's  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6, 2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  tY)  _  City:  _  StaterC-A,  Zip: 

TiUe  (if  applicable):  _  PhonefeO^N  3~2Tt  -rTZlll  Fax:((c*3^  gH  -5ZIS 

Organization/Business  (it  applicable):<SjStAJVVCsC^rL- _  E-mall:  .  QOQg,  ■  (\(^\~  _____  _ 

Address  _ _ _ _ _ 

Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  deady.  V 

.  •4H  WVHMKTiefA  •p.e^uesf 


ijRlRft  r  /  & .  Ol 
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Thank  you  tor  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  Included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Name:  Margaret  Monroe  City:  Palo  Alto  State:  CA  Zip  Code  94306 

Title:  Homeowner  Phone:  (650)  327-3214 

Fax:  (650)  327-3215 

Organization:  South  Gate  Neighborhood  e-mail:  Monroe.megPsbcglobal.net 

Address:  1570  Madrono  Avenue,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters, 
information  mailings  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  Comment  Clearly: 

The  Southgate  neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto  lies  between  Churchill  Avenue  (north),  the 
CalTrain  tracks  (east),  Peers  Park/Park  Avenue  (south)  and  El  Camino  Real  (west). 
As  a  resident  and  homeowner  I  have  several  issues  regarding  high-speed  rail  which 
I  would  like  to  have  addressed  in  the  project  design  and  EIR.  I  would  also  like  to 
request  an  economic  analysis  of  the  effect  of  the  high-speed  rail  project  on  the 
property  values  of  the  Southgate  neighborhood. 

1.  Although  designed  as  a  local  collector  street,  Churchill  Avenue  serves  as  an 
arterial  connection  between  Alma  Street  (Central  Expressway  extension)  and 
El  Camino  Real.  This  segment  of  Churchill  crosses  the  CalTrain  tracks  at 
grade.  What  is  the  current  volume  of  traffic  on  Churchill,  what  is  the 
projected  traffic  (particularly  as  the  High  School  proposes  to  expand)  in  5, 

10,  and  20  years?  How  will  the  presence  of  high-speed  rail  affect  the  rail  __ 
crossing  and  intersection  at  Alma  and  Churchill.  Please  consider  this  analysis 
for  alternative  rail  locations:  at  grade,  elevated  or  placed  below  grade  in 
either  an  open  trench  or  tunnel.  <, _ . 

2.  What  is  the  current  noise  impact  of  the  CalTrain  on  our  neighborhood?  How 
will  the  current  noise  levels  change  with  the  high-speed  rail?  Please  consider 
this  analysis  for  alternative  rail  locations:  at  grade,  elevated  or  placed  below 
grade  in  either  an  open  trench  or  tunnel.  This  analysis  should  be  done  for  at 
least  two  locations  on  each  of  the  streets  in  the  neighborhood  parallel  to  the 
CalTrain  rail  e.g.  Mariposa,  Castellija,  Escobita,  Madrono,  and  Portola.  Also  if 
sound  walls  are  proposed,  how  will  the  various  heights  of  the  walls  affect  the 
path  of  noise  travel  through  the  neighborhood  by  each  of  the  streets? 


Aj 
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3. 


What  will  be  the  impact  of  right-of-way  purchase  on  land  use?  Should  only  a 
part  of  the  properties  adjacent  to  the  current  CalTrain  right-of-way  be 
acquired  (east  side  of  Mariposa  Avenue),  how  will  the  remainder  of  the  now 
non-conforming  lots  be  addressed?  For  example,  on  most  of  the  lots  affected 
the  garage  sits  at  the  rear  property  line.  Acquisition  of  say  10  feet  would 
result  in  the  removal  of  their  covered  off  street  parking  (required  by  the 
current  zoning  code);  how  will  the  required  covered  parking  be  provided  on 
the  new  non-conforming  lots?  A  detailed  study  of  legal  lot  requirements  and 
zoning  should  be  included  in  the  EIR.  Should  right-of-way  acquisition  include 
the  entire  parcel  of  all  the  lots  on  the  east  side  of  Mariposa  next  to  the 
CalTrain  right-of-way,  how  will  the  remainder  of  now  non-conforming  lots 
not  required  for  rail  or  support  right-of-way,  be  treated? 


4. 


-  5. 


In  the  EIR  there  should  be  a  detailed  analysis  of  the  visual  impact  of  the 
infrastructure  for  each  of  the  high-speed  rail  options  (at  grade,  elevated, 
below  grade  in  open  trench  and  tunnel).  The  study  should  include  visual 
impact  of  the  project  alternatives  for  each  street  in  the  neighborhood  parallel 
to  the  railroad  tracks.  Infrastructure  for  visual  analysis  should  include 
power  poles  and  lines,  elevated  track  structures,  redesigned  rail  crossing 
facilities  and  signals,  impacts  of  tree  and  foliage  removal,  etc. 

Environmental  documents  may  not  be  required  to  include  economic  analysis; 
however,  a  separate  economic  impact  analysis  should  be  prepared  to  address 
the  impact  of  the  project  on  the  value  of  the  properties  and  improvements  in 
the  Southgate  neighborhood;  and  on  Palo  Alto  High  School  and  the  Palo  Alto 
Board  of  Education  offices  located  on  the  north  side  of  Churchill. 


6. 


How  will  the  construction  of  the  high-speed  rail  affect  Peers  Park?  Is  rail  ^  ^  Lj— 

subject  to  the  same  limitations  as  freeways  in  the  'taking'  of  public  park  area?  \  V 
If  so,  where  will  the  lost  park  acreage  be  replaced?  J  1  ( 


7.  What  will  the  real  cost  per  passenger  trip  be  on  the  completed  high-speed  | 
rail?  Would  riders  be  willing  to  pay  a  ticket  price,  which  would  even  meet 
the  25%  of  fare-box  standard  used  by  mass  transit?  Is  it  anticipated  that  all 
riders  from  CalTrain  will  be  diverted  to  high-speed  rail  at  the  stations  where 
the  high  speed  rail  stops?  What  will  be  the  financial  impact  on  CalTrain 
caused  by  high-speed  rail  service  on  the  Peninsula? 
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8.  How  will  the  high-speed  rail  affect  the  local  service  on  CalTrain?  Already  the 
CalTrain  service  has  been  reduced  by  the  current  "leap  frog"  approach  used 


z 


to  maintain  a  constant  service  time  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco 
during  rush  hour.  How  will  high-speed  rail  service  impact  the  regional  (San 
Francisco  to/from  San  Jose]  and  service  to  local  communities  along  thejail? 
Also  how  will  the  design  of  the  high-speed  rail  affect  electrification  o 
CalTrain,  CalTrain  ridership  and  freight  access  to  San  Francisco? 


B|3/cs=l 


Kris  Livingston 

biggiggles@gmail.com  on  behalf  of  Laurence  Moore  [moore.laurence@gmail.com] 
Sunday,  March  08,  2009  1:23  AM 
HSR  Comments 

Attn:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern, 


I  would  like  to  voice  my  support  for  the  California  HSR  project;  I  was  recently  surprised  and  disappointed  to 
hear  that  the  city  government  of  Palo  Alto  had  voiced  its  concern  and  objection  to  the  project.  I  would  like  it  to 
be  on  record  that,  as  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  I  would  very  much  appreciate  a  nearby,  fast  link  to  San  Francisco, 
San  Jose  and  other  points  in  the  state. 


/l 


I  grew  up  in  Europe  where  the  benefits  of  high  speed  rail  are  abundantly  clear,  and  I'm  sure  that  it  will  only 
being  good  things  to  our  area.  I  am  enthusiastic  that  it  will  reduce  travel  times,  reduce  roadway  and  airway 
congestion  and  decrease  greenhouse  gas  emissions.  Furthermore,  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  going  to  be  as  much "7  , 
of  a  nuisance  to  our  community  as  some  in  this  city  would  believe;  in  fact,  I  have  no  doubt  that  an  HSR  would  ' 
certainly  be  no  less  noisy  or  ugly  than  the  slow,  clanking  Caltrains!  In  my  experience,  grade-separated  rail Jiines 
in  Europe  are  usually  quieter  and  less  bothersome  than  commuter  rail  lines  as  the  trains  pass  by  faster  an 
attention  is  put  into  containing  noise.  In  fact,  if  anything  the  HSR  project  will  probably  benefit  the  area  by 
engendering  engineering  projects  that  would  reduce  the  noise  impact  of  the  trains  that  currently  traverse  it. 


Sum pfOrtr  . 
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I  also  think  that  grade-separated  tracks  would  reduce  the  awful,  yet  tragically  fairly  regular  injuries  and  deaths 
that  we  see  along  the  crossings  of  the  Caltrain  line  in  both  Santa  Clara  and  San  Mateo  counties. 


Sitting  the  station  in  Palo  Alto  itself  would  help  bring  more  people  to  our  area,  drive  business  to  the  small 
businesses  in  downtown  University  Avenue  as  well  as  foster  links  between  businesses  in  the  area  and  those 
farther  afield.  My  sincere  hope  is  that  the  HSR  train  station  for  the  mid-peninsula  will  be  located  in  Palo  Alto.1 
While  I  embrace  the  project  as  a  whole  I  am  concerned  about  the  high-pitched,  loud  noise  of  braking  HSR  trains' 
that  I  might  be  exposed  to  if  the  station  were  sited  adjacent  to  Palo  Alto  (i.e.  in  Menlo  park).  This  ismy  one 
concern,  yet  I’m  confident  that  decent  grade-separation,  train  engineering  and  noise  walls  would  be  able  to  allay 
this  potential  problem.  -  JjL-g, 

dfc  ll  fi£v^U(£\  6\a 

Laurence  Moore 


In  hope  that  I'll  be  sitting  in  a  high-speed  train  very  soon, 


301  Bryant  Court 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


n>  ’ 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Meeting  Data/Location  /wf  l  /  '  / 

a  January  22 -San  Mateo  County  □  January  27- San  Frandsco  County  □  January  2V  Santa  Clara  County  fiPcto  fl/'/o 

r;r 


Name  (ptease  print  Y  MflSlZh,  city  £>/,  / 

Title  (if  applicable);  '  '  - ^ 

•  " - — — - - . - - -  Phone: _ _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable);  E-ma  l 

Add &r74-7  7^7  rri  ^ 

^  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


E-mail:  fr/voyfeh; &  yahoo, 


X  A  ^  M.  J  s/^3/j  Ofpc&e..  anJ 

that  Jeez  md  /tdl/ij  M'i'k!  ',h  -f-AjL  i 

^  ffunlitorM  £*«*£• 

Mefrop?  //a  n  areex-A  run  dfu/es.feuir't C 

#  AStJe  frem  mri&As  /ksrrUa  (hoist  ,  -  ■—■ )  and  ft 

th  negtiTiW.  . 

onytOMd  op^bns  JW  h.-,h  nJrL  £  puJ, />/ 

77  6a  hard  +&  -^xhVn&U-  //*-  OaJ/7 ^ 
ye--rto'frte«/-_p£_&  A,y  fpeec/.  fr«/*  A  cz 

dhere—  snas-/  7>iu/at/l7^>  a,#  i%G'6ti-»A'c / -/*<_ 
preSa//,)^  a/-' 6^  -/Ha-fen *(■  /Jr  We>0*f„ 


ApR  7  2Dfl% 


Thank  imu  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 

^SSIIS"5™ ,hat  your  co“ are  ■«*—  in  ~  "-«*■ 


Ir^C'312 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  Hiqh-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  {X  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Name  (please  print):  &  o  tfJSS 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


City:  p  fbC-TJ 

Phone:  (  jrV  „Uq  l'2-l  7  / 


_  State:  C/£_ Zip:  ?  J Q  { 

Fax: 


-  E-mail:  6  f]  3  3  (?  A-rT.  .W 


Address  )(Q  OAfiUf  frtsT $  Cft  <\ 

□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 

Mtf*  27-  U  WRWf-j/Wtrfr  iourn  or  fbDoZ#  eftwK  ij  f/H*  0-t  ro  J  yrT  v  r.  i/u?*, JjfL 
r%rytKS  }3c-LJhs  /hT  c  y-i  frH  l-csS  to  as  / 

(rtO-Pcr  fr-r  CHi/fiCHUt,  fuTOJU/  (r-KO~»i/  rH/hS 

W\UL  T\i*'ns  fl<f  zouyow/rcus  ^  ^  /y-r 

A*  u ow  tn  fjsjn?i.tr. 

I'itStT?  A  Ll  h/<f"s  TdO'C  !-$  V>ITl-ff4/  iT  A  /  S  /7  A/r  A/  /T/^-a/  r  fr^lPt^Ly 

m  '  K//pvT/i/  tZO'Ctr  fYflui}  IT  \ryQ(/L-  o  Pc~S  rr.oy  TOJ  tfj'ltrs  P 

(?  C  (  a/  fdrLd  /j-UTJ.  fO-uo  \i  \  (-nSc  hooL  Shv/Lb  \ 

*Tt?CTl>P  frtsV  tslT  IT frCrtjCfiuD  Iz/V/l/' 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


i-SC  3  It 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21, 2009  3:04  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Craig  Moye  [mailto:moyecj@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:14  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  HST 


To  whom  it  may  concern. 


Please  address  the  following  questions/concerns: 


2)  Please  study  if  there  are  opportunities  to  take  any  additional  ROW  from  the  side  thatUb?  &5T0 

borders  Alma  instead  of  Mariposa  Ave.  _  #  “"L&l  qijlUu'  C-mAceS 

3)  What  will  be  the  environmental  impact  to  Palo  Alto  High  School?  How  much  noise  will  ^ 

there  be  with  additional  trains? 

4)  What  will  be  the  impact  to  traffic  at  Alma  and  Churchill  Ave  with  additional  trains'X-fy^-ff 

running?  _  .  — oxioXoJc\l 

5)  What  will  be  the  incremental  noise  impact  to  Mariposa  Ave/Southgate  with  the  additional L  | 

trains  running  along  the  ROW?  — 

6)  If  additional  ROW  is  needed  (and  to  be  taken  from  Mariposa  Ave)  residents,  how 

specifically  will  compensation  be  determined?  under  what  timeframe?  __ 

7)  What  will  be  the  incremental  smog/air  quality  impacts  due  to  the  additional  trainTl  .  ^ 

running?  — 1  ^ 


1GW 


- - 

8)  What  additional  safety  measures  will  be  implemented  especially  given  the  propensity  of 
children  in  the  Southgate  area? 


piA-l/’bc? 


cen)ice£ 


i 


X  sc  5lo 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

jZi- January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


e  (please  print):  _  City.  Prein  fi  ffe 

_»  _  _ 


Name 
Title  (if  applicable): 


sate  r  a 


Phone: 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


E-mail: 


Address_  . 31 . JjanQZL'PAk . 


Stzplna  n  ie. .  m  u  Icf  a CApdt.  A mayr/icyrfi 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


<*> 


-  ..-  My  menu  concern  Mo  id  Me  US>R  project  Mroayk  M  ?£ninsaJa^^jh‘ 
Is  the  posS(bfh-h)  op  eJevated  bracks,  ft  mom.. Moan  1C  -foot.  Ivyk.  [podl-nX^ 
dwiidmcj  our  bwn,  wirh  frcuns.  raCcnj  post  our  hlcyh  sdnoof  t.  u\  oc/r  nefcj/rfor^k 
backyards  wo  aid  he  hideous  and  Would  phifstadiy  &  posstUy  -econam/caMp 
Separate  Palo  hlto.  It  Mo  Seems  Very  unsafe  u\  case  of.earfhyuukc. 
derailment.  .  PS  trams  many  through  oar  comm  unify  pose  sfjhiftcanir 
hazard  pafmkaJ  ca  -ajenf  of  an  acccdsni }  ncdundi  cr  manmade, 

X  cun\  Mo  very  concerned  ahoui  the  co  nshrudzon  proceac.  ' TruclZj ^  ^ 

M'lausf  ,i5  bad  Mr  ail  oP  us  but  especially  die.  meuntj  .cjouncf  children  '  " fJ 

l  nit  AO  neariij,  Q>n$tv uctrem  hour  a  are  also*  ruccncern^.Xme  fo  fu/e  wo  at 
b  e  oil )  ba}  Me  hicjh  prof cibdcfaj  of  Ml  consdacfron  could  modse.  am 
neighborhood  unluwcdd- 

_L  hope  you  wUI  conduct,  -he  ehcj/neermcj  process'  ira  h  spare fttOy  •>  an  A 
yu/e  d  %t  hi  me  $ud\  a  mass  cue  project  deserves,  X  dou !{  m.ntt-ivs 
do  be  fuelled  ihrMqjx  -to  yet  spmiths  money  ^  especially  because  ct  Sounds 
(S  ley  of  Xe  project  t$  the  first  £  fated  for  construction  ^ 

3-  also  hope  dhsse  atternadms  well  be  concede  rad  Z  Atwhelmy  the 
4r<acks  J  H5R  a).ony  ic-l  usteaA  of  the  Ccdtrznn  com  Jar  fib  is  option  needs  tyy 
be  Yte -examined)  pubbmtiij)  '-j  MS.R  oriihy  m  StmTos-e  wt&  an  decked  ed  Cat  fra  A 


m 


Lx 


•ECETVRD 

FEB  2  4  2009 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 

The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6, 2009. 

^  \c«' 


1-5CSH 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Joso  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  toid^ntifyTublic  * 

on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  moact Rennrt/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts  altematives^itioat^nn 

Anthnrh5;  T  e™ronmental  subiect  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  ’ 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  ^ 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  [January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 
Name  (please  print):  JJk:iLA/d  dealt _ 


Title  (if  applicable): _ A 


City;  5a k 


Phone:  Q- Q  C\0'R  Fax; 


_  Sta,e:CA_Zip:3£J2£r2:>. 


Organization/Business  (if  applioable):^t j  | Q W  6/^  Ai^kULiA^  E-mail:  KIQ  ef  \  A  *  ^  <\o[  ,  OO  fa 

Address,  Rxvnonk  C t.  ' Tct*  CA  ?S73.5~OT/rn _ _ _ 

^  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 


wiuf 


- r !  IS  mj  ftui K  a>\<l  wiut  worried  ^  tnosf  Is  +L 

tznoirisj($)  cckli  atUinpt  to  \>IooK/ Jcr/il  *  l\>jk»sj)eej  fr*;/ 

ii'M  If  C  C  X\\i  r'  n  u  r~  L  I  a  u.  ^ . -  -i-  I  /  *  I  i  i  . 


Un Us/  e"e7  CoKCel^lol*  tvmswr*  W*s  f.Kew  ,-k  d*srjh  coKs+mci;.^ 

|)r-evcn.t"  skcIv  aw  A.f/efript;  X  wo4<J  -f-e«(  yerv  uwe-ASy  A  "Lever 

Xk  CouKtries  when*.  t^Us  alvul 

ZX\si,  [\\v^  A»\y  arttein^ts  i>y  'f'eit-pri$t>  occurred?  ^ 


Ir  mail  iHn^  “,'S  i'"P°rtanl  pr0cess-  Please  leave  font,  at  the  comment  table 

The'orlmmlnJ  °rder  t0  ensure  lhat  your  comrnenls  are  included  in  our  records 

i  he  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


l-sc  sa 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Nakos 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  1 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  n  q 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^ 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  \  b‘C> 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  C\£Si>^ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Nakos 

1818  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

i-sc  313 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Ms.  Maggie  Nemcik-Cruz 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


#1  Sofyfy 

Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  ‘  1  ' 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  j 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  (U)~C  S^Cs 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  V  ,\ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  biO 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  &€£> 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CC\Y  y 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Ms.  Maggie  Nemcik-Cruz 

333  Tennessee  Lane,  Palo  Alto 

94306 

None 

I-se  saN 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Envfronmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives 

Dl  l|9?tl4°n’  ™easures.  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  Hiqh-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009.  K 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Milibrae  pi  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  r  r&  ^ _ l\\  City:  Jo,  l  O  AUf) 

Title  (if  applicable): _ _  Phone: _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  _ f  _ __  _ 

Address: - \3DA _ A-v/-e  ,  P 'cdlo 

Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 
Please  comment  dearly. 


Stt*  c(\  Zip: 


Fax: 


E-ma":__ — (Pa  AI&Uaa^Ik  -6  .  /\  't 


Y&o  -  Cl  would  L\^a_  $L(c>  A 


f)  Tie  \h.4u  ft/  ^  ic5  4  XQX  ^  3  >  0  t?Y()cU$  (/ 1 

^I/W.^4  4 L^roucj  Y  P Gold  AJo  cx*b  ^  LOtJ".  -fX'3  I  ^ 
\fvc<0r^(ic4 .  "41ml  f oX 60^  4'liroc  -ioftL  tt^-  your  d\rouuJ\ 

Y  l\  CQ- 3  ©^  Qorrtddr  <P  *Lu 

ex  ‘Si<rt/c4-<srQ  id/u'cY  \/\d  (friz*  (dc&f 

hto.i'tf,  JfiJ  Joined  10  A  {Jo. 

to  I  !(  be  4^  -SlVq  (nro-gad' 

C=>'t'TVC  ft'TOU/vJ,  ^ 

m^4  -be  \^pcuAa 

4^  {rex  (V-  *  jZ^ri-  t/t  ^  /  jj/g,,  J 


A^C- 

|JO|SE, 


THAO© 


/  A/<s»  5? 


5 


4e>  bo  i  [ d. 


\ 

tec 

Issotse 

LU 


Corn  Jar  Jr£><^  4-q 

5g>^  ^  y  v/cxl-C  rO^nr  (y  Co^Y\^uooo  reZidcYjfiCt  ( 

Oujoe?  of  -froefe  f-Or  dj  /iCl^.5- 
’'T'^  Koiae  impact  *  in^jozck  nffocPz 

d5~0)CD0  re*ncLeiAA5  4-ke  f 

^  a^accd^aloU,  You  bodrcY  _ 

pi/4  4^t4  {rack  u^Aer^roo^d.  You<r  budget 
4r  COi**-  fZ'^Uireo  odd&d  $  (<PD  T^C 


2, 

6CcuVsJS> 

tOFrCVC 

£ 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  record* 
The  comment  period  doses  on  April  6,  2009. 


3# 


J 


U,  ,  i  P  Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing  , 

uo.l l  v/oy  p exy  -tor-  -V^^T  fZ  KeT  -rv  VOaf 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  ^February  26  -  Palo  Alto 

□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  3^0-  'f  lT-£  IA  /Vi  P,  (J-  /VLX  V\ 

City: 

Pa(o 

Title  (if  applicable):  ^ 

Phone: 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  Ct_J-3 

E-mail: 

Address: _  I  30  I  A  \!C- 


(\  Uo 


_  State:  C4  Zip: 

Fax: _ 


□  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


n is. 


5, 
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ro-ik-  (<5 


r'O  ^  (X 

Kia&cJO  lu£-t  16  UJ 

a-{  LPO  £f>e£<L  cx>pu(&4-ec(  ar-ecL-s, 


43  ^  4-  LcY  i  6  IxJ  b/ 
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\T i^(A- 


1\jL  U^R-A  §>(cu-6  io  Ql-4  13 ^  iAV  p  L, 
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tOOtQF 
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ujL’^cL  d  uo i  /I 

be l  3  K  LoocLeir  co ’CO- 1  (  b<ni-£>f'c a, 
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( rdic . 


GOAVUlte 

irwpKt^- 


- 1 

YVY{J5T~  hod^eb  4o  /( L'S’i&tl  cl  Louo  )/^l>a  c4 
ok Solu doiK^ a-  -Jebey  o~r-c  ,CAo^ 
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0  /*)  A/V  1/W  (  )  A- l  T'l  CC  Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  a 

U  “  ^  \  >  or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  re* 

>  I  /  The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Susan  Newman  [snewzy@gmail.com]  on  behalf  of  Susan  Newman 
[snewman@workpractice.com] 

Wednesday,  March  1 1 ,  2009  9:22  AM 

HSR  Comments 

high  speed  rail  in  Palo  Alto 


Hello., 


I  am  a  resident  of  Southgate  in  Palo  Alto,  one  of  the  local  neighborhoods  (perhaps  *the* 
neighborhood)  most  affected  by  the  proposed  15-foot  high  HSR.  I  am  registering  my  strong 
objection  to  building  this  thing  above  ground  through  the  center  of  a  quiet  suburban 
community  and  closely  adjacent  to  any  residential  neighborhood).  There  are  multiple  reasons, 
most  of  which  I  am  sure  you  have  already  heard,  but  which  I  will  reiterate:  - 


#  iDyfrt'/ju 


-  The  sound  of  an  HSR  system  running  *every  2  minutes*  will  seriously  affect  the  quality  of  H  ^  /^0'U 
life  of  residents,  particularly  those  living  closest  to  the  rail. 


-  Property  values  in  Southgate,  a  quiet  and  increasingly  expensive  neighborhood,  will  be 
adversely  affected,  probably  profoundly.  Who  in  the  world  wants  to  live  near  a  high  speed 
rail  system,  particularly  in  a  suburban  setting?  Would  you??  In  Palo  Alto,  most  people  have 
most  of  their  savings  invested  in  their  homes,  sacrificing  so  that  their  kids  will  have  the 
opportunity  to  attend  good  schools.  To  decimate  property  values  at  a  time  of  economic 
hardship  is  especially  damaging.  In  addition,  it  is  still  not  clear,  at  this  point  in  the 
design  and  discussion,  whether  people  living  along  the  proposed  route  will  lose  their  j 

property  via  eminent  domain. 


tt  l  fnifui-j  liW 
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-  Putting  a  solid  wall  above  Cal  Train  will  make  it  very  difficult  for  people  entering  the 
Churchill/Alma  intersection  to  see  Cal  Train’s  position  on  the  tracks.  While  Cal  Train’s 
approach  is  signalled  by  the  lowering  of  the  crossbars  and  flashing  of  the  lights,  things  can 
go  wrong  with  these  systems  and  it  is  prudent  to  check.  Entering  this  intersection  when  the 
train  is  near  is  fatal;  blocking  visual  access  increases  the  likelihood  of  a  collision.  Many 
kids,  who  are  slower  to  cross,  go  through  this  intersection  on  foot  or  bike. 

-  There  are  other  options,  one  probably  cheaper  and  one  more  ~ 

expensive:  1)  Run  the  rail  next  to  an  industrial  area  and  freeway  (i.e.,  avoid  running  the 
rail  through  the  heart  of  Palo  Alto  and  similar  communities).  2)  Run  the  rail  underground.  _ 
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-  Palo  Alto  has  already  invested  in  moving  telephone  and  cable  wires  underground  in  order  to 
beautify  the  city  as  well  as  to  protect  the  lines.  Adding  a  dense  system  of  wires  in  a 
highly  visible  location  (not  to  mention  a  two- story  solid  wall)  undercuts  our  local 
investments.  In  addition,  I  am  sure  the  trees  along  Alma  would  need  to  be  removed  to  make 
room  for  the  rail.  The  visual  implications  are  very  negative  and  the  loss  of  vegetation  is 
counter  productive  to  our  goal  of  improving  air  quality. 


k\  b; 
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I  voted  for  high  speed  rail  in  the  election.  I  am  a  believer  in  increasing  viable  mass 
transit  options,  though  I  should  in  hindsight  insisted  on  seeing  detailed  plans  before 
approving  this  project.  In  any  case,  these  developments  need  to  be  designed  form  the  get-go 
in  consultation  with  all  affected  local  communities.  As  I  understand  it,  the  Authority  chose 
the  route  (sharing  the  Caltrain  route  through  Peninsula  cities)  after  the  election,  without 
having  the  Board 

formally  consider  alternate  routes.  We  here  in  Palo  Alto  were  not 

alerted  that  these  choices  were  being  made  nor  did  we  have  a  chance  to  evaluate  them  and 
provide  input.  These  sorts  of  high-handed  and  undemocratic  actions  are  at  the  heart  of 
people's  anger  toward  big  government  and  government-sponsored  projects.  It  need  not  be  this 
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way.  You  have  communicated  your  disregard,  indeed  disdain,  for  the  legitimate  concerns  of 
our  and  other  affected  communities.  This  attitude  and  process  needs  to  be  changed. 


Sincerely, 
Susan  Newman 


Susan  Newman 
1523  Portola  Avenue 
Palo  Alto  CA  94306 
650.473.1811  (h) 
650.380.1764  (c) 
snewmanOworkpractice. com 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


yoon.julie@yahoo.com 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:24  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Nick  O'Keefe 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

Attached  please  find  my  comments  for  the  High  Speed  Rail  Scoping  process. 


-Ml 

\  yvWO 


Rail  Alignment,  Profile,  Right-of-Way  0 

Evaluate  all  options  (No  Build,  at-grade,  elevated,  trench,  cut-and-cover,  and  tunnel)  at  the  same  level  of  detail^  ^ 

Reevaluate  the  Altamont  Pass  Alternative  as  it  would  pass  through  already  developed  areas  compared  tolh^T^  0  \~ts 
undeveloped  areas  on  the  Pacheco  Pass  Alternative.  \  ^  ^ 

Evaluate  running  the  HSR  under  or  in  the  median  of  Highway  101  along  the  Peninsula 

Evaluate  all  alternatives  to  using  catenary  lines,  including  a  third  rail?^^ 

Include  an  alternative  that  does  not  include  freight  service  on  the  Caltrain  corridorTJ^  ^  Vc]  ^  ^ 


Of-Way  width  requirements  as  a  prerequisite  to  evaluation  of  all  economic  and  environmental  impacts. 

Evaluate  the  option  of  having  the  HSR  stop  in  San  Jose  and  connect  to  an  electrified  Caltrain  baby  bullet.  \  r 

Z.  T-erWwvTc.  *v\S3 

Evaluate  an  underground  HSR  along  the  peninsula  and  how  that  would  impact  private  property  rights, 


Determine  the  number  of  tracks  required  to  accommodate  Caltrain  and  HST  projections  and  the  resulting  Righl^ 


Evaluate  running  HSR  in  a  trench  and  how  that  would  impact  private  property  rightsTj 


M  2.  '  -  -J 


-u- 


- - - 

Evaluate  where  and  how  many  shoofly  tracks  would  be  needed  during  construction  to  allow  freight  train  and  pi  tS 


Caltrain  to  continue  operation. 


Provide  accurate,  to-scale  3-dimensional  architectural  models  of  all  options  (No  Build,  elevated  fill,  retaining  j  ,  .. , 
walls,  trench,  cut-and-cover,  and  tunnel)  along  the  entire  San  Jose — San  Francisco  route,  including  all  associated  /  n 

sound  walls,  overhead  catenaries,  berms,  grade  separations,  etc,  _J  ‘  c-rT  Cu/y7 

Eminent  Domain  property  acquisition  required  for  the  various  configurations^  /V^rt^Xo 


HSR 


Specify  track  sharing  arrangements,  including  responsibility  for  scheduling  and  dispatching  all  trains,  including!^ 

:,  Caltrain,  Union  Pacific  freight,  ACE,  and  Amtrak  interfaces.  ) 


Explain  how  HSR  will  share  tracks  with  Caltrain,  or  whether  it  will  require  a  dedicated  set  of  tracks  (necessitatirTgA^^^-^ 
r  right-of-way  requirements). 


wider 


- 7 

Include  the  number  of  tracks  and  Right-of-Way  widths  for  all  segments.  J 


Indicate  whether  dedicated  tracks  would  also  require  dedicated  boarding  platforms  at  all  stations  served  by  both 
HST  and  Caltrain. 

Evaluate  the  costs  associated  with  dedicated  tracks  for:  / 

Land  acquisition  for  wider  right  of  way  tracks  and  boarding  platforms.  ^ 

Station  costs  for  more  tracks  and  boarding  platforms 
Wider  tunnels  and/or  trenches  \  \ 

Grade  separations  to  accommodate  additional  tracks 
Additional  tree  removal^  bloto $iC0&  rt&hvctiU) 

Evaluate  the  benefits  versus  costs  to  each  mid-peninsula  city  being  considered  for  a  HSR  stop.  I 

-J 


.i 


Include  an  evaluation  of  why  a  mid-peninsula  HSR  stop  is  desirable.  I  2—  * 

• — ly\A  id-  p2HLJiA^ 
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Visual  and  Noise  Impacts 

•  Explain  why  the  current  EIR  assesses  the  impact  of  elevated  tracks  as  LOW,  whereas  in  reality  elevated  tracks] 
will  have  a  HIGH/SIGNIFICANT  impact. 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  Union  Pacific  freight  noise  based  on  pre-Caltrain  electrification  levels. 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  the  commensurate  increase/decrease  associated  with  a  change  in  the 
vertical  alignment,  such  as  elevated  track  and  tunneling  or  trenching,  based  on  pre-Caltrain  electrification  levels. 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  the  commensurate  increase  associated  with  the  removal  of  trees  required  f4 
the  expansion  of  the  right  of  way. 

•  Include  in  all  noise  impact  analyses  hom  noise  for  all  trains  -  HSR,  Caltrain  and  freight  -  as  they  approach  and 
pass  through  stations,  based  on  pre-horn  abatement  project  levels. 

•  Include  quiet  zones  and  electrification  in  the  No  Project  alternative,  and  evaluate  the  impacts  based  on 
comparison  of  the  No  Project  alternative  to  the  project  alternatives. 


-4/ 


Environmental  Impacts 


•  Evaluate  how  air  quality  would  vary  with  different  vertical  track  alignments  and  identify  ways  to  reduce  the  air 

pollution  impacts  to  the  community:  ■  -tt  U  0 

■  Consider  the  diesel  fumes  from  the  freight  trains.  \  |  a  . 

■  Consider  how  removing  trees  and  natural  vegetation  reduces  the  current  absorption  of  pollution.  \  V?A  O  ^  A' 

*  Analyze  the  impacts  of  electrical  wires  on  nearby  homes  and  businesses.  ’f-  HA  p 

•  Evaluate  temporary  air  quality  impacts  from  years  of  construction  dust  and  construction  equipment  emissions.  3  At  f2 

•  Evaluate  permanent  air  quality  impacts  from  the  dust  raised  by  the  additional  trains,  as  well  as  the  high  speed ofUU-  i  A  f  ■>.  ' 

the  trains.  A  *4, 

•  Evaluate  alternative  alignments  to  preserve  the  many  heritage  trees  (including  the  1069  year  old  El  Palo  AltojWt- 1  v 

along  the  corridor.  Heritage  size  trees  simply  cannot  be  replaced  and  therefore  their  removal  must  be  avoided,  as  it  \  O-,  i  <3 
cannot  be  mitigated.  ‘—-J 

•  For  a  mid-Peninsula  station,  include  illustrations  showing  the  separate  dedicated  boarding  platforms  required  for  y,,  )  I 

Caltrain  and  HST  and  how  such  platforms  increase  right-of-way  widths  needed  for  station  itself,  as  well  as  wider  track  ^ 
approaches  before  and  after  the  station.  '2-  ’  ^ 

•  Estimate  added  cost  of  both  residential  and  business  development  needed  around  a  potential  Palo  Alto  station  to  i  \  3z''jV  * 

meet  requirements  for  higher  density  to  promote  ridership.  *— ■ '  ^ 

•  Evaluate  the  traffic  impacts  associated  with  a  HSR  mid-Peninsula  station,  apart  from  the  impacts  of  the  HSR  -A  \  ■ 

itself.  J  A-r-w/f^L 

•  Identify  the  number  of  trees  and  shrubs  (both  heritage  and  non  heritage)  to  be  removed  under  each  scenario  an 3  zfk.  | 

planned  mitigation  (note  that  heritage  trees  cannot  be  replaced).  \  O 

Safety 


•  Evaluate  the  safety  considerations  and  potential  impacts  to  nearby  homes/schools/parks/businesses  associated 
with  the  different  vertical  alignments.  Factor  in  scenarios  for  freight  train  derailment,  terrorism  considerations, 
vandalism/graffiti  and  earthquake  considerations  (particularly  if  there  is  an  elevated  vertical  alignment). 

•  Include  an  evaluation  of  what  safety  factors  will  be  put  in  place  to  accommodate  heavy  freight  cars  passing 
beside  light  weight  trains  going  as  fast  as  125  mph,  and  how  residences  and  businesses  will  be  protected  from  \  ^ 
possible  derailment  of  cars  or  from  debris  flying  through  the  air  at  70  miles  per  hour. 

•  Evaluate  the  cost  of  including  crash-walls  to  protect  the  general  public  in  the  event  of  a  derailment  or  from  debris 
stirred  up  by  passing  trains. 


eu  up  uy  passing  uams.  ,  , — 

Compare  the  cost  of  various  safety  provisions,  j  L  '  ^  ' 


Evaluate  the  potential  cost  of  a  derailment  in  both  human  and  property  terms  occurring  in  the  various  options  (at- 
grade,  elevated,  tunneled,  trenched). 

Traffic  Circulation 
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|  •  Analyze  how  different  vertical  alignments  will  increase  traffic  speeds  along  safe  school  corridor  feeder  streets  in  all 

v..-peninsula  cities. 


C*  Consider  traffic  impact  in  conjunction  with  planned  Stanford  expansion  of  hospital  and  shopping  and  any  other 
known  future  projects. 


A  ) 


•  Evaluate  the  traffic  impact  for  NO-Build  option  (stopping  in  San  Jose  )  coupled  with  increased  Caltrain  service. 
Determine  if  grade  separation  would  still  be  be  necessary  based  on  future  traffic. 


Evaluate  and  compare  the  projected  ridership  numbers  for  both  Caltrain  and  HSR  based  on  whether  there  Is  a 
top  in  Redwood  City  ,  Palo  Alto  or  neither. 


J  •  Estimate  added  traffic  related  to  the  additional  residential  and  business  traffic  required  near  a  potential  station. 
j^Jhis  analysis  should  also  include  the  impact  of  all  known  future  projects  (such  as  Stanford  Hospital  Expansion). 

Analyze  traffic  impact  during  construction  especially  as  it  relates  to  the  safe  school  corrider  feeders  and  temporary 
closures  at  Churchill,  Meadow  and  Charleston  . 

•  All  traffic  analysis  needs  to  include  data  during  “peak"  and  “non  peak"  times. 


Economic  Impact 


•  Evaluate  Palo  Alto 's  potential  expenses  for  providing  transit-oriented  development  (TOD)  around  the  proposed 
station  through  planning  and  zoning. 


etc. 


Evaluate  how  changes  in  transit-oriented  development  (TOD)  might  impact  local  businesses,  residences,  traffic 


bO 


•  Evaluate  what  Palo  Alto 's  expense  would  be  to  finance  public  spaces  needed  to  support  the  pedestrian/bicycle \ 
station  area  amenities  and  facilities. 

1-H> 

•  Evaluate  potential  cost  of  acquiring  land  from  Stanford  to  create  the  Palo  Alto  station.  |  ~  f  v 

•  Evaluate  Palo  Alto ’s  potential  expense  for  increased  school  buses  as  many  of  the  safe  school  corrider  feeders  p ^ 

would  be  significantly  impacted  during  construction  and  potentially  beyond.  ^ 

Property  Impacts  "n  ■  (7I 

•  -kr, 

Include  recommendations  on  how  to  accurately  assess  land  values  -  particularly  with  regard  to  possible  eminentj  p. 


domain. 


aln  A 

Study  potential  land  value  decreases  and  subsequent  tax  base  implications  -  specifically  with  regard  to  a  raised  J 

=al  ali9nment  _  j,.  r 


vertical 

•  Study  potential  tax  base  implications  of  removal  of  homes  through  eminent  domain. 


Za. aa1 
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•  Specify  what  the  compensation  will  be  for  property  acquired  through  eminent  domain  BEFORE  acquisition  i 

determined  to  prevent  property  devaluation.  ^  ■ 

•  Include  how  historic  buildings  (including  the  Palo  Alto  Train  Depot)  will  be  preserved^  (TAT 


•  Include  an  appropriate  evaluation  of  all  historic  structures,  not  just  those  that  are  designated  sites  that  are  onlhe^Pr  I  1 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  O  (H 

•  Compare  property  acquisition  through  Eminent  Domain  required  for  the  each  rail  option  (No  Project,  elevatecW-  4 

underground,  at-grade,  below-ground  (trench).  J. 

- - In 

•  Evaluate  what  Shoo-Fly  tracks  and  “temporary"  property  acquisition  is  required  during  construction.  A 


Best  regards, 

Julie  Yoon  and  Nick  O'Keefe 
1591  Castilleja  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  A  Nini 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains’^  ’  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^ '  V' '~'*J 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  A  r\ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  J$\  b'O' 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  $  |  Qg 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

A  Nini 

3919  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

X-SC  3£cj 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Hilton  Obenzinger 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 

on:  . 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  .  „  ^ 

running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  7=5  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  *  ' 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  V'°  4VG 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  Ox~>  i 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  (>\\f  7 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Hilton  Obenzinger 

4063  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Joss  Section 


Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impact^ 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  MateoCounty  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □d'anuary  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

_  ciiy  -^\ru  ^CA  2,p.95(2 L, 

™te<,,appMtel: - —  ~  —  — - 


e:CA  zip;9S(Z^ 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ ( 

Address  1  ~7 


ra^Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  dearly. 


- - -  -  \  A  K-A. 

^s~t?  U 


SaqiI  .Com 


_  I  ^ 

J-  litt-  CXlQkS~?*c L.  j 

^  ^  i/vCrW  Vf  \<h£ 

I  J 


y°Ur  participa,ion  in  •h«  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 

that — « — « «  rr 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Okarma,  Tom  [TOkarma@Geron.com] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  9:25  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Gentlemen: 


I  have  been  a  resident  of  the  Southgate  neighborhood  in  Palo  Alto  for  nearly  30  years.  The  notion  of  constructing  a  wall 
to  support  an  elevated  track  for  your  project  that  would  run  through  our  neighborhood  is  an  outrage  and  was 
never  disclosed  during  the  statewide  election. 


I  am  the  CEO  of  a  public  biotechnology  company  with  ample  access  to  legal  and  political  resources.  Our  communities  ar^ 
filled  with  people  like  me  who  are  united  in  opposition  to  this  project.  I  can  guarantee  that  if  you  attempt  to  construct  this 
wall  through  our  cities,  not  only  will  we  block  that  action  legally  but  we  will  have  the  entire  proposition  reversed,  thereby 
ending  the  project  permanently. 
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If  you  are  serious  about  completing  the  high  speed  rail  project,  then  either  put  the  track  underground  (if  environmentally 
feasible)  or  stop  the  track  at  San  Jose  and  use  existing  Caltrain  lines  to  connect  north. 


J&- 


The  concept  of  a  wall  through  our  communities  to  support  the  tracks  is  a  non-starter  and  will  result  in  this 
project  being  cancelled  in  its  entirety. 

Choice  is  up  to  you. 


•tupiks^ 


Thomas  Okarma  Ph.D.,  M.D. 


President  &  CEO 
Geron  Corporation 


l 
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Franklin  H.  Olmsted 
240  W.  Charleston  Rd. 
Palo  Alto.  CA  94306-4127 


March  23, 2009 

Dan  Leavitt,  Attention:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
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Comments  for  HSR  Scoping  Session 

IMPACTS  OF  ELEVATED  TRACKS  GRADE  SEPARATION  IN  PALO  ALTO 

The  following  comments  pertain  to  the  3.8-mile  portion  of  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  route 
that  passes  through  Palo  Alto,  where  I  live.  Adverse  impacts  are  associated  with  the  project, 
regardless  of  which  method  of  grade  separation  is  adopted  for  each  vehicular,  pedestrian,  or 
bicycle  crossing.  I  focus  on  the  impacts  that  result  when  the  grade  of  the  crossing  streets  and  the 
intersecting  streets  parallel  and  close  to  the  track  alignment  would  be  lowered.  The  streets 
involved  include  Alma  St.,  Palo  Alto  St.,  and  possibly  El  Camino  Real  near  San  Francisquito 
Creek;  Churchill  Ave.  and  Mariposa  near  Churchill;  Meadow  Drive;  Charleston  Road  (both  East 
and  West);  and  Alma  St.,  and  Park  Blvd.  near  the  Meadow  Drive  and  Charleston  Road 
intersections. 

Permanent  impacts  would  involve  primarily  the  required  taking  of  residential  (and  commercial?) 
properties  along  all  or  parts  of  the  streets  cited  above.  This  would  place  severe  financial  and 
psychological  burdens  on  the  owners  of  these  properties.  Impacts  during  construction  would 
result  from  the  closure  of  these  streets  to  vehicular  traffic  and  probably  to  pedestrian  and  bicycle 
traffic  as  well.  Closure  of  even  one  of  these  streets  at  a  time  would  severely  impact  traffic  flow 
in  Palo  Alto,  especially  during  commute  and  school  times.  The  impact  on  commute  and  school 
traffic,  already  at  barely  acceptable  levels,  would  be  severe.  Alma  Street  is  a  major  commute 
corridor  for  people  both  within  and  outside  Palo  Alto,  and  traffic  on  alternative  routes  is  now  at 
or  near  gridlock  during  commute  hour's. 

None  of  the  alternatives  discussed  at  meetings  I  have  attended  appears  to  be  without  adverse 
impacts.  I  strongly  urge  adoption  of  the  no-build  alternative:  stop  the  HSR  project  at  San  Jose. 
Let  an  electrified  CALTRAIN  carry  passengers  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco. 
Environmental  impacts  of  the  CALTRAIN  electrification  plan  appear  to  relatively  minor. 

Sincerely, 
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Franklin  H.  Olmsted 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  tc  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts  alternatives 
m'tigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  Jj(  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  JgtUVt  _  City: 

Title  (if  applicable): 


Alik 


Phone: 


State:  Cfir  Zip: 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Address: 


E-mail: 


1  /  IpO  Q  SV^cJL. 


$  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6.  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 
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Jean  Olmsted 
240  W.  Charleston  Rd. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
Jwo@svpal.org 


March  18,  2009 


Dan  Leavitt,  Att:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street ,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Comment  for  HSR  Scoping  Session 
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HEALTH 

Both  the  physical  and  mental  health  of  people  living  near  the  high-speed  route  and  of 
all  people  who  have  any  other  relation  to  the  high-speed  rail  route  will  be  affected  by  | 
HSR  during  the  planning  phase,  the  construction  phase,  and  the  period  after  the  project 
is  complete.  These  health  effects  must  be  mitigated  or  avoided.  The  cost  of  medical  . 
and  emotional  care  and  of  lost  work,  lost  capability  must  be  considered  when  the  cost  I  l 
of  the  project  is  compared  with  the  no-project  cost. 
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Planning  Phase 


At  this  planning  stage  we  are  seeing  stress  and  concern  because  of 

1 .  Inability  to  get  our  questions  answered. 

2.  Fear  of  loss  of  home  and  of  loss  of  property  values. 

3.  Regret  at  supporting  the  bond  issue  that  will  pay  for  part  of  this  project  before 
complete  information  about  the  project  route  was  available. 

4.  Concern  about  increased  traffic  on  major  streets  when  the  project  is 
complete. 

5.  Concern  about  traffic,  noise,  and  confusion  during  the  construction  phase.. 

6.  Concern  about  having  to  pay  for  a  project  that  is  not  fully  funded  and  requires 
local  funding.. 

7.  Need  to  do  something  to  slow  or  stop  the  project  but  not  knowing  what  or 
how. 

8.  Exhaustion  from  the  energy  and  effort  expended  in  preparing  comments  for 
the  EIR. 
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These  sorts  of  feelings  lead  to  anxiety,  headache,  depression,  high  blood  pressure  and 
other  physical  problems  from  being  tired  and  unhappy. 
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Construction  Phase 

At  this  phase  we  expect  more  of  the  planning  phase  reactions  plus  more  extreme 
reactions  as  the  reality  of  the  changes  becomes  apparent.  The  construction  process 
itself  will  add  problems. 

1 .  Construction  will  add  noise  and  dust  to  the  environment. 

2.  Traffic  congestion  will  be  extreme  when  major  intersections  are  blocked. 

3.  People  will  be  facing  the  reality  of  losing  their  homes  and  trying  to  find  new 


KQ 
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ones. 

4.  People  will  be  facing  the  reality  of  losing  their  friends,  their  neighborhoods, 
and  convenient  access  to  the  services  they  usually  use. 

5.  Pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and  school  children  will  lose  safe  routes  and  have  to 
find  new  routes  to  schools  and  other  activities  and  services. 

6  .  People  will  be  suffering  from  financial  loss  both  from  a  drop  in  property  value 
because  of  HSR  and  from  any  inadequacy  in  eminent  domain  payments. 


The  strength  of  feeling  in  reaction  to  these  situations  will  be  extreme.  It  will  not  be  easy 
to  cope  with  many  of  these  situations.  We  can  expect  depression,  high  blood  pressure, 
heart  problems,  and  a  large  range  of  other  reactions.  Dust  and  traffic  pollution  and 
noise  will  lead  to  problems  from  the  construction  process  also.  _ 

Post  Construction 

We  may  have  to  adjust  to  a  community  with  many  high  speed  trains  traveling  through 
our  community  night  and  day.  If  they  are  “quiet  and  invisible",  and  don’t  kill  our  tree  EL 
Palo  Alto,  and  don’t  obviously  divide  the  town,  and  don’t  accept  a  High  Speed  Train 
stop,  the  Palo  Alto  we  know  may  survive  as  a  place  to  live.  If  not,  those  who  can  will 
move  elsewhere.  The  rest  will  be  living  in  a  city  with  all  the  traffic  and  density  problems 
of  a  very  big  city. 

1.  We  will  have  lost  houses,  trees,  and  perhaps  made  some  of  our  present 
streets  dead  ends. 

2.  People  we  know  will  have  moved  away  or  have  been  cut  off  from  easy  access 
t  each  other. 

3.  Some  of  our  history  like  El  Palo  Alto  and  some  of  our  Eichler  houses  will  be 
gone. 

4.  Traffic  will  be  difficult  in  areas  where  we  have  closed  streets  or  where  we 
have  routed  through  traffic. 

5.  Our  plans  for  safe  streets  for  students,  bike  riders,  and  pedestrians  will  have 
been  forgotten,  and  our  present  underpasses  will  have  been  redone  at  great 
cost. 

6.  Palo  Alto  will  be  a  very  different  town  that  is  difficult  to  imagine  now.  It  will  be 
a  town  with  a  lot  of  people  with  feelings  of  loss. 

The  health  effects  of  all  this  change  are  difficult  to  imagine.  They  would  be  serious. 
(Some  people  are  already  trying  to  cheer  themselves  by  saying  that  HSR  will  take  so 
long  to  be  built  that  they  won’t  be  alive  to  see  it  finished.  Perhaps  true,  but  they  would 
have  to  live  through  at  least  part  of  the  construction  phase.) 
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Jean  Olmsted 
240  W.  Charleston  Rd. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
Jwo@svDal.om 


March  23,  2009 

Dan  Leavitt,  Att:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Project  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Comment  for  HSR  Scoping  Session 
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HISTORICAL  IMPORTANCE 


There  are  two  Eichler  Tracts  in  the  Charleston  Meadows  neighborhood  that  are  built 
next  to  the  present  CalTrain  tracks  .  Tract  795  has  96  houses  and  is  on  the  south  side 
of  West  Charleston  Road.  Tract  840  has  61  houses  and  is  on  the  north  side  of  West 
Charleston  Road.  (See  the  attached  maps  of  these  tracts.)  Any  changes  made  to  , 
provide  a  protected  crossing  at  Charleston  or  to  provide  needed  freeway  for  new  tracks 
for  the  HSR  project  would  have  significant  impacts  on  these  houses  that  would  be 
difficult  to  mitigate.  Also  the  planned  increase  in  the  number  of  trains  plus  most  of  the  , 
other  discussed  changes  in  the  location  of  the  train  tracks  will  potentially  increase  such 
things  as  noise,  undesirable  aesthetic  appearance,  others.  These  additional  effects 
may  also  significantly  affect  nearby  Eichler  residents. 
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Eichler  tracts  were  built  about  50  years  ago  and  now  are  considered  historic  areas 
worthy  of  historic  preservation.  Similar  tracts  in  Palo  Alto,  Greenmeadow  and  Green 
Gables,  were  added  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  in  2005.  One  criterian 
for  achieving  this  status  is  showing  that  most  of  the  houses  in  these  tracts  still  look  like 
Eichlers.  To  protect  the  Eichler  appearance  residents  of  Tract  795  and  Tract  840 
requested  single  story  zoning  which  was  granted  in  1996  and  1997  respectively  by  the 
City  of  Palo  Alto.  Tract  795  also  has  an  active  Architectural  Control  Committee 
(originally  established  by  Joseph  Eichler)  which  is  charged  with  the  task  of  insuring  that 
any  remodeling  of  these  Eichlers  is  done  in  a  way  that  harmonizes  with  the  existing 
Eichler  structures.  These  things  were  supported  by  residents  of  these  tracts  to  protect 
and  preserve  these  Eichlers. 
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Meanwhile  these  houses  with  their  large  windows  with  garden  views,  with  radiant 
heated  floors,  and  a  delightful  Eichler  style  are  providing  comfortable  housing  for  many 
people.  Their  owners  want  to  continue  to  enjoy  them. 


Sincerely, 


Jean  Olmsted 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  E.  Osterman 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 

Art  wise- 


very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  C>/C7 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  k 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^r\  O&SiW'  ■' 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

E.  Osterman 

3785  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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21  March  2009 

Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

RE:  Comments  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority’s  San  Francisco  To  San  Jose  High 
Speed  Train  (HST)  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 


Once  built,  the  California  HST  project  will  be  in  use  for  over  100  years,  so  let’s  do  this  correctly!  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  HST  be  built  because  it  will  enhance  life  in  the  Bay  Area  by  reducing  the  use  of 
single-driver  vehicles  and  greenhouse  gas  producing  airplanes.  However,  it  is  imperative  (and  legally 
required)  that  the  Tjro'r  not  create/cause  negative  impacts  to  Bay  Area  residents.  The  following  potential 
negative  impacts  MUST  be  avoided  by  the  implemented  HST: 

•  adding  noise  to  the  current  (2009)  level  for  cities/neighborhoods  along  the  HST  route 

•  visually  or  physically  bifurcating  neighborhoods  (the  “Berlin  Wall  effect”) 

•  lowering  property  values  anywhere  along  the  HST  route,  not  limited  to  properties  adjacent  to  the 
tracks 


An  elevated  design  of  any  kind  causes  all  of  the  above  impacts  if  the  tracks  are  located  near  people- 
occupied  buildings  and  neighborhoods.  Elevated  designs  should  not  even  be  considered. 

In  addition,  elevated  tracks  and  trains  become  ugly  over  time,  and  get  uglier  and  uglier,  as  they 
age  and  as  the  buildings  built  around  them  become  higher  and  denser  so  that  the  train  ultimately 
runs  through  a  tunnel  of  buildings.  If  the  design  must  be  elevated,  then  the  location  of  the  tracks 
must  be  far  away  from  people  and  buildings.  For  example,  down  the  middle  of  Highway  101  or 
280. 

If  a  sound  wall  is  built  in  an  attempt  to  mitigate  the  first  bullet,  it  causes  the  second  two.  Sound  walls 
should  not  be  considered  either. 

In  any  case,  sound  walls  do  not  eliminate  noise.  Anyone  who  lives  along  our  freeways  can  attest 
to  the  fact  that  sound  walls  reduce  the  noise  to  a  degree,  but  that  the  noise  still  exists  at  an 
aggravating  level.  HST  must  not  add  any  new  noise  to  residential  neighborhoods... period. 

I  support  the  HST.  I  support  public  transportation.  I  want  my  state  to  be  modem  and  trend-setting.  I 
want  to  feel  proud  of  the  HST  once  it  is  functioning.  I  want  the  HST  to  be  built  quickly,  so  that  we  can 
all  start  using  it.  I  sincerely  hope  that  you  select  a  design  and  use  planning  processes  that  will  inspire 
other  communities.  I  sincerely  hope  you  avoid  creating  the  above  negative  impacts  which  will  cause  me 
and  other  Bay  Area  residents  to  publicly  denigrate  the  HST  and  feel  the  need  to  ask  the  courts  to  protect 
us  from  these  negative  impacts.  Let’s  not  waste  our  money  and  time  on  legal  actions!  _ _ 

Once  the  project  is  built  and  operational,  no  one  will  remember  how  little  (or  how  much)  we  paid  for  it. 
We  will  only  remember  whether  we  love  or  hate  the  functioning  item.  We  can  build  cheap  (e.g., 
elevated)  and,  after  many  years  of  law  suits,  have  an  ugly,  noisy,  property-devaluating  monster  to  live 
with.  Or  we  can  pay  more  for  the  construction  (but  pay  less  on  legal  fees  and  wasted  time  in  court)  and 
build  something  that  we  all  will  love  and  feel  proud  of.  Let’s  do  the  latter. 


Carlin  Otto 

23 1  Whitclem  Court,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Cynthia  Patrick 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 


m  rvo\S6 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains1^ 


running  at  much  higher  speeds?  . 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their”1 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 


Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  -dfi  t> 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  b;o  , 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air-^ft  1 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Cynthia  Patrick 

54  Roosevelt  Cir,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

O  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  Eit  January'  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

_  City:  Pale?  H~P 


Name  (please  print):  -J  C\  rv  e  ~f"  P^cl  c  cpc.k- 
Title  (if  applicable): _ 


State: 


Phone: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  (~p  ~H  _  _  E-roail:^j  Q  yte  t~  ^  £ tic  OC.lt-  0  jtiWO  ■  COW. 
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f£j_  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices.  \f)'$  ^  \  i 

Please  comment  clearly.  ft 
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MAR  4  2009 


Thank  vou  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 

Tt  i  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


r  old  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Ellen  Persad 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^  V 

very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  * 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  <£\Xs 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  V/V  ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  -fy\  w  "iVS, 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air^?p\  * 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  C)\A(?lv  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Ellen  Persad 

2115  Alma,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

i-sc  3^1 


ing 


Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by-Mnrnh-fir2nf)3  V'f\<XK'cX\ 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please print):  £  Vg  A- SCO  City:  CAdCO,  State:  Zip:  3_5D5lI 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Fax:  - - 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ --  1 — _  E-mail: _ TP f TS" 

Address _ i  H  QQ  fop  lO  G  ^  I  8  O A _ 


i  APR 

Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  dearly, 
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^  dcWlMH 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  induded  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  onMef6tv6r2009.  \X\£c.CC,Vx 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


X-5C  3S<R 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Judith  Pickering 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  FHSR  will  have 


on: 


s ofyfy 

Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  Flow  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 

very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  .  „ 


Noise  Levels:  Flow  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^uvQ$iC 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 


ji-iiwwio  a  1 1  u  1015c  ocuiuiii  ui  me  city  num  cmeigciiLy  iciviucbr 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  —  -  • 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  C^WA M  ] 


Wo 

,ir  <xes|f5ftcS 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Judith  Pickering 

4081  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

J-5C  3^3 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:36  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  comments  following  santa  clara  county  scoping  session-  san  jose  to  sanfrancisco 
Public  Comment-H  Pinto  High-Speed  Rail.doc;  ATT518501.htm 


From:  Harlan  Pinto  [mailto:harlan@stanford.edu] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  04,  2009  7:58  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  comments  following  santa  clara  county  scoping  session-  san  jose  to  sanfrancisco 


Harlan  A.  Pinto 
1845  University  Ave. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


March  4,  2009 

California  High  Speed  rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  High-Speed  Rail  Official:  "^^7 

I  attended  the  scoping  session  at  the  Santa  Clara  County  Convention  center  and 
have  the  following  comments,  concerns  and  suggestions.  The  Scoping  period 
comment  forms  asks  for:  j^\  \ 

1.  Public  Concerns. 

2.  Focus  on  the  environmental  documents 

3.  Define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project  level  Environmental 
Impact  report/Environmental  impact  statement  (EIR/EIS) 

4.  Identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation  measures,  and 
environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention. 


i 


I- SC  3,^ 


I.  PUBLIC  CONCERN 


I  am  very  enthusiastic  about  the  project,  however  my  support  is  dependent  on  j^\\ 

making  sure  the  local  impacts  of  the  completed  project  are  positive-  that  the  project 

enhances  local  environment  and  thereby  quality  of  life  issues.  There  is  a  rare 

opportunity  to  do  this  in  Palo  Alto  and  through  much  of  the  mid-peninsula  region 

because  tunneling  the  Pligh-speed  rail  project  also  creates  an  opportunity  to  relocate  , 

the  Caltrain  tracks  underground.  Please  specifically  address  the  tunneling 

alternative.  This  would  have  a  positive  long  term  impact  throughout  the  region  for  ^ 

possibly  centuries,  because  grade  related  safety  hazards  of  Caltrain  and  the  Pligh  =^\'tyx£('cA  • 

Speed  Rail  project  would  be  eliminated  and  the  land  could  be  converted  to  other 

uses,  parks,  commercial  and  housing  where  appropriate,  road  improvements, bicycle 

and  pedestrian  use.  The  best  way  to  mitigate  the  High  speed  rail  related  impacts  on 

local  traffic  would  be  to  eliminate  those  impacts-  and  a  tunneling  solution  would 

allow  for  road,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  connections  that  presently  do  not  exist  which 

could  relocate  /  reroute  vehicle  traffic  to  shorten  trips  and  facilitate  pedestrian  and 

bicycle  trips  (because  many  trips  will  be  shorter  (possible).  In  addition,  financial  J 

operating  support  for  Caltrain  could  be  generated  through  rents  related  to  new  land  ^ 

uses  (mixed  use  developments)  which  over  the  long  run  may  help  to  make  rail  Ch S+  . 

transit  options  more  attractive  by  keeping  them  affordable.  This  could  allow  for  the 


financial  independence  of  these  services  from  local  and  regional  government 
subsidies. 


As  a  member  of  the  public  I  am  concerned  that: 


*\ 


1.  The  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  act  to  positively  improve  life 
liberty  and  pursuit  of  happiness  of  the  people. 


^3 


2.  The  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  act  so  as  to  minimize  thd  (3cSrtr 

ongoing  financial  burden  of  government  on  the  people.  ^  ^ 

3.  The  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  should  coordinate  its  activities  to 
realize  synergies  with  local  governments,  agencies,  and  private  partners.  \  o 


4.  The  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  act  so  that  future  generations T3f 
people  are  proud  of  the  legacy  and  infrastructure  they  inherit.  Mp  ft 


II.  FOCUS  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENTS. 


It  is  important  that  the  EIR  not  simply  identify  negative  impacts,  but  should  also 
identify  positive  impacts  and  specifically  contrast  positive  impacts  with  negative 
impacts  for  various  alternatives.  Please  address  the  following  positive  and  negative 
impacts. 


1.  The  aesthetic  and  visual  impacts  of  an  above  grade  project  through 
residential  areas  are  a  major  problem.  Cutting  off  views  of  the  foothills  will  ^ 
degrade  the  quality  of  life  for  all  the  people  who  live  and  work  in  the  mid 
peninsula-  and  will  have  impacts  on  mental  health.  These  mental  health 
impacts  should  be  identified  and  defined  for  elevated  and  open  trench 
alternatives.  These  negative  aesthetic  and  visual  impacts  will  lead  to  blight  in 
proximity  to  the  project  the  right  of  way;  the  boundaries  of  neighborhood 
blight  likely  to  be  caused  by  these  negative  aestheticimpacts  should  be 
detailed  (specific  neighborhoods  and  other  properties  identified  that  will  like  y 
experience  blight  due  to  lack  of  necessary  investment  or  upkeep  because  of 
proximity  to  the  above  grade  or  open  cut  alternatives. 


*1 


2.  The  aesthetic  and  visual  impacts  of  locating  the  High  Speed  rail  and  ^  ^ 
CalTraintracks  underground  (tunnel  or  covered  trench)  would  have  the  visual 
impact  of  removing  the  CalTrain  tracks  and  this  could  /would  have  a  positivi  rw 
impact  by  providing  for  beautification  projects  and  improved  landscaping  at  ^  ' 
appropriate  locations.  These  positive  impacts  should  be  detailed  for  these 
alternatives. 


3.  The  loss  of  recreational  facilitiesin  the  Palo  Alto  area,special  attention  tcT  31^  v 
Camino  Park,  Peers  Park,  the  playing  fields  at  Palo  Alto  High  School,  and 


Ventura  School. 


4.  The  health  impact  of  Electrification  transmission  lines  on  the  health  of  &  l 
citizens  living  adjacent  to  the  project  and  of  children  attending  school  adjacent 
to  the  project  needs  elucidation,  and  comparison  in  various  alternatives  need 
to  be  specified.  ^ 


5.  Local  traffic  impact  in  Palo  Alto.  The  proposed  Station  in  Downtown  Palcy  < 

Alto  is  problematic  because  there  is  a  lack  of  accessibility  for  car  vehicles  at/ ^ '  .  Jj'  * 

the  proposed  location.  University  Avenue  and  Middlefield  Roadare  residential  ^ 
streets  that  are  presently  at  capacity  and  design  and  uses  need  to  reflect  |  -n 
residential  values  as  well  as  transportation  indices  as  elucidated  in  the  City  of  \  ^  ^0^'^ 
Palo  Alto  Comprehensive  Plan.  I  J  v| 


3 


6.  Proposed  mitigations  for  local  traffic  at  the  Downtown  Palo  Alto  locational  \ 
could  be  to  improve  access  and  circulation  by  connecting  Alma  Street  in  / 


Menlo  Park  to  Alma  Street  in  Palo  Alto  and  connecting  Willow  Road  to 
Camino  Real.  This  would  also  mitigate  impacts  on  emergency  access  to 
Stanford  Hospital  due  to  the  projects  impact  on  local  traffic. 


<-4 


7. In  addition  to  addressing  these  specific  mitigations  the  EIR  should 
specifically  address  this  alternative.  The  project  team  should  consider  locating 
the  Peninsula  station  at  the  California  Avenue  Station  in  Palo  Alto  instead  of 
Downtown  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  because  there  is  excellent  local  and 
regional  vehicle  access  via  Oregon  Expressway  and  Page  Mill  Road  that  does 
not  interfere  with  neighborhood  quality  of  life  or  clog  downtown  streets. 
California  Avenue  has  excellent  proximity  to  the  Stanford  Industrial  Park  and 
is  already  served  by  Marguerite,  VTA  and  SamTrans  connections;  a  High 
Speed  Rail  Station  at  California  Avenue  could  incorporate  the  Transbay  and 
Dumbarton  Express  links  with  minimal  change  to  those  services.  A  New  High 
Speed  railway  station  at  California  Ave  in  Palo  Alto  also  will  support  the 
growth  of  the  California  Avenue  Commercial  district  area  with  a  minimum  of 
congestion  compared  with  the  case  in  Downtown  Palo  Alto.  The  historic  • — " 
downtown  Palo  Alto  Train  depot  could  still  serve  Caltrain  well  but  may  be 
inadequate  for  a  regional  stop  on  the  high-speed  railway  therefore  a  California 
Ave  Station  alternative  could  also  preserve  a  historic  resource.  Connecting  " 
Alma  street  between  Menlo  Park  and  Palo  Alto  should  be  consideredeven  if 
the  Station  is  placed  at  California  Avenue  because  there  will  also  be  some 
local  vehicular  traffic  that  can  be  mitigated  by  improving  access,  circulation 
and  emergency  vehicle  access  in  the  Alma  Street  Willow  Road  and  El  Camino 
Real  area. 


* 


8.  Why  does  the  project  document  call  for  an  800-space  parking  garage  in 
Downtown  Palo  Alto  alternative  but  a  200-space  parking  garage  in  Redwoop^  \ 
City  alternative?  The  Redwood  City  alternative  also  has  inadequate  car 
vehicle  access  form  101  and  from  280  although  car  vehicle  access  to 
downtown  Redwood  City  generally  avoids  residential  area  impacts. 

Thank  you  for  addressing  these  comments  during  the  next  phase  of  the 
project. 


Harlan  A  Pinto 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location  ' 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  O 

:):  \  \C.k— _ City:  f\i!TO _ _ _ State:  A  zip: °1  ^  \ 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


Phone 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

Address  *2  \  C\ _ f~'\  \  R  Vs  ^  1  -  y  _ t  t  u 

j?f\^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


_ _ E-mail:  C {\ 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:57  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Proposed  High  Speed  Rail  and  the  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  route 


From:  Richard  Placone  [mailto:rcplacone@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Thursday,  February  05,  2009  3:51  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Proposed  High  Speed  Rail  and  the  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  route 


Deal-  Planners: 


I  am  a  strong  proponent  of  developing  a  high  speed  rail  system,  not  just  in  California,  but  in  the  entire  nation.  I 
have  ridden  the  bullet  trains  in  Japan  extensively,  and  to  a  more  limited  extent  those  in  Europe,  as  well  as  the 
medium  speed  trains  in  England  (125mph).  I  voted  for  the  initial  bond  last  November  and  expect  to  vote  for 
future  bonds  (should  we  all  survive  the  current  global  financial  crisis).  However,  I  have  some  serious  concerns 
about  the  proposed  route  following  the  current  CalTrain  right  of  way  going  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  As 
I  understand  it,  the  HSR  will  parallel  the  double  CalTrain  track  with  two  more  dedicated  to  the  HSR,  giving  a 
total  of  four  tracks. 
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While  I  can't  speak  for  other  cities,  I  can  say  that  clearly  there  is  not  room  for  four  tracks  along  this  right  of  way 
as  it  goes  through  Palo  Alto.  This  means  that  additional  right  of  way  will  have  to  be  purchased  all  along  the 
route,  taking  up  many  homes  and  possibly  public  facilities  land  (Palo  Alto  High  School  comes  to  mind).  I 
assume  this  will  be  true  as  the  route  goes  through  Sunnyvale,  Mt.  View,  Menlo  Park,  Atherton  and  most  of  the 
other  cites  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco.  In  addition  a  ground  level  right  of  way  will  require  numerous 
over  or  underpasses  at  road  and  stream  crossings.  Taking  the  underpass  at  Embarcadero  and  the  tracks  in  Palo 
Alto  as  an  example,  this  will  require  extensive  taking  of  land,  if  current  traffic  flow  is  to  be  maintained,  as  I 
believe,  and  as  I  feel  confident  most  residents  would  believe,  must  be  retained.  .  _ 


(snsf*>  tyi 
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Two  alternatives  have  surfaced  to  my  knowledge,  in  Palo  Alto  at  least:  One  is  to  place  the  entire  project 
underground  as  it  goes  through  Palo  Alto.  Well,  I  can't  imagine  that  other  cites  faced  with  the  same  space 
constraints  and  other  objects  to  noise  etc,  will  not  want  the  same  thing.  1  have  no  idea  what  such  extensive 
tunneling  would  cost  but  it  would  surely  be  in  the  billions.  And  since  there  are  a  number  of  streams  leading  to 
the  bay,  the  tunnel  would  have  to  be  very  deep.  Since  CalTrain  would  be  buried  along  with  the  HSR,  there 
would  have  to  be  underground  stations  for  every  stop  CalTrain  makes,  which  are  many. 


ft  2  7v**u./ 
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The  second  alternative  is  to  elevate  the  HSR  as  it  courses  through  the  South  Peninsula,  thereby  bridging  all 
roads  and  streams.  But  passing  right  through  dense  residential  centers,  many  think  this  would  be  an 
environmental  catastrophe  visually,  audibly  and  esthetically.  Moreover,  in  the  event  of  a  wreck  on  the  HSR, 
what  kind  of  havoc  would  occur  with  rail  cars  and  locomotives  flying  off  the  elevated  rail  into  the  densely 
populated  ares  immediately  below? 

No,  No,  No! !  Neither  of  these  will  do,  from  the  standpoint  of  cost  and  environmental  offensiveness.  **  ^  0 esi.^ 
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There  can  be  another  way,  and  I  am  surprised  that  none  of  the  articles  I  have  read  mention  even  the  possibility. 
The  HSR  right  of  way  should  parallel  Highway  101  and/or  the  bay  front  as  dictated  by  space  and  other  land 
features.  The  entire  right  of  way  could  be  elevated.  There  might  be  places  along  101  where  the  trains  could  be 
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elevated  in  the  center  divider  area,  other  places  where  it  could  go  through  bay  land  open  space,  or  lightly  built- 
out  industrial  areas.  Meanwhile,  CalTrain  can  remain  in  place,  with  the  system  upgraded  to  electric  and  perhaps 
a  few  grade  crossings  improved.  ^  ^ 


HSR  and  CalTrain  are  two  entirely  different  concepts  and  service  two  different  populations.  The  one  is  a  local 
commute  line,  and  the  other  is  a  regional  transportation  system  whose  purpose  is  to  compete  with  the  airlines  in 
speed  over  long  distances.  To  mix  the  two  in  the  same  right  of  way  compromises  both  purposes  and  adds 
enormously  to  the  cost  of  both  systems.  (BTW,  I  want  to  state  that  my  wife  and  I  regularly  use  CalTrain  to  go  to 
San  Francisco  for  various  outings,  so  I  am  familiar  with  its  service.) 


I  want  to  make  another  point.  The  HSR  is  just  that  -  high  speed,  regional  transportation.  There  is  no  reason  that 
I  can  think  of  why  this  train  on  its  way  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose,  should  make  more  than  one  stop, 
and  that  at  SFO.  Even  then  I  fail  to  see  any  advantage  at  having  the  train  stop  near  the  airport.  Think  about  it: 
People  going  to  and  from  the  airport  have  either  arrived  at  their  destination,  or  are  going  to  it.  Once  at  the 
aii-port,  what  is  the  real  advantage  of  getting  on  the  train  to  go  to  San  Francisco,  a  mere  ten  miles  away,  or  San 
Jose  which  is  about  35  miles  away.  A  better  coordinated  CalTrain  system  can  take  care  of  this  need,  if  any. 

The  local  population  deciding  to  go  to  Los  Angeles  or  points  south  can  easily  take  an  improved  CalTrain  to 
either  San  Francisco  or  San  Jose.  Living  In  Palo  Alto,  I  would  not  expect  to  board  the  HSR  at  University 
Avenue  (God  forbid!).  Besides,  if  the  system  is  going  to  stop  at  any  one  peninsula  town,  then  all  the  towns  are 
going  to  demand  a  stopping  point.  Remember  CalTrain  and  the  baby  bullet  train  flap.  A  route  along  101  and/or  i 
the  bay  eliminates  this  problem. 
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I  strongly  suggest  that  the  planning  group  spend  some  time  in  Japan  studying  their  system  and  doing  so  by 
actually  riding  it  the  length  of  the  country,  which  is  about  the  size  of  California.  On  our  trip  from  Kyoto,  to 
Tokyo,  about  the  same  distance  as  from  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles,  I  recall  we  made  one  stop.  We  skirted 
many  small  towns  and  villages  and  much  of  the  route  was  on  elevated  right  of  way,  with  many  tunnels  through 
the  many  mountains.  Perhaps  we  should  even  consider  turning  this  project  over  to  the  Japanese  or  at  least  use 
their  engineers  and  planners  as  consultants,  since  they  obviously  have  the  know  how,  which  we  do  not  have, 
and  a  lack  of  political  involvement,  which  we  should  have  but  do  not. 


ft  l 


Remember  BART?  Its  original  planners  decided  to  use  a  rail  gage  that  no  other  train  system  in  the  world  used 
then  or  now.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  London,  Paris,  and  other  major  cities  around  the  world  have  had 
underground  and  rapid  transit  commute  systems  for  decades,  their  experiences  evidently  were  not  considered  . 
So  now  we  are  stuck  with  a  system  for  which  replacement  cars  have  to  be  custom  built  at  costs  greatly 
exceeding  the  cost  of  regular  rail  cars.  Lets  not  make  the  same  mistake  here.  If  not  already  being  done,  please 
consult  the  worlds  experts  who  have  been  there,  done  that,  as  we  design  our  own  high  speed  rail  system.  Keep 
in  mind  we  are  at  least  25  years  behind  the  rest  of  the  world  in  this  matter. 
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I  appreciate  your  consideration  of  these  ideas  and  hope  you  will  give  serious  consideration  to  any  route  other 
than  the  CalTrain  right  of  way. 


^2 


Thank  you. 


Richard  C.  Placone 
Chimalus  Drive 
Palo  Alto,  94306 


CC  Palo  Alto  City  Council 
James  Keene,  City  Manager 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:59  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Christopher  Poor  [mailto:cjpoor@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:26  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  _ 

I  strongly  oppose  the  elevated  option  and  strongly  support  the  tunneling  option  for  HST  in  the  San  Jose  -  San 
Francisco  peninsula. 


4/jnlA^ 


If  New  York  could  put  their  railway  under  the  city  last  century  why  can’t  California  do  it? 

-J  ^j  9 rMSIw' 

This  idea  of  the  elevated  option  being  front  runner  because  it  is  cheap  is  absurd.  The  whole  thing  is  an[ 
investment  for  at  least  100  years. 


I  am  support  the  comments  paraphrased  here: 

There  are  many  important  benefits  of  the  underground  High  Speed  Rail  solution: 


*  When  construction  is  completed,  we  will  not  be  displaying  to  the  world  ugly  train  track  supports  which  aje 
unheard  of  in  other  modem  developed  cities. 

*  With  the  train  underground,  each  community  might  decide  how  to  use  the  land  above  the  train  -  and  part 
with  the  authority  in  funding  the  project. 

*  Local  residents  may  be  persuaded  to  support  the  partnership  because  of  benefits  of  underground  HST: 

*  Walkable  and  safer  neighborhoods  with  a  mix  of  uses 

*  Variety  in  housing  &  commercial  environments 

*  A  strong  open  corridor  or  green  spine 

*  Strengthened  connections  between  neighborhoods 

*  A  better,  more  connected  city.  A  “reknitted”  and  reunited  community. 

*  Denser  downtown  area 

*  Increased  property  and  sales  tax 

*  Increased  transit  ridership 

I  urge  the  Authority  to  take  up  the  underground  option  and  partner  with  the  peninsula  cities  and  businesses. 

l 
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Ihank  you, 
Christopher  J  Poor 


2150  High  St 
Palo  Alto 
CA  94301 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:15  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  tasmangrp@aol.com  [mailto:tasmangrp@aol.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  3:42  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
To  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority: 


I  am  writing  to  urge  you  to  give  full,  and  equal,  consideration  to  two  alternatives  for  the  California  High  Speed 
Rail  ("CHSR")  project  through  the  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Peninsula.  It  is  now  clear,  after  months  of  public 
comment  and  scrutiny,  that  California  voters  were  not  provided  adequate  information  when  asked  to  approve 
the  expenditures  for  the  CHSR  during  the  November  2008  elections...if  they  had  been,  it  is  far  from  certain  that 
the  slim  52.6%  majority  would  have  approved  of  a  project  that  is  likely  to  lead  to  massive  negative  impacts  for  I 
cities  all  along  the  SJ/SF  Peninsula.  J 
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As  you  continue  your  environmental  impact  review  and  ongoing  planning,  I  urge  you  to  give  equal  1  4^  H  l 
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consideration  to: 


1 .  stopping  the  line  at  San  Jose  or  Santa  Clara  and  transferring  passengers  to  the  Caltrain  line.  We  have  too  /  • 

many  needed  infrastructure  projects  in  California  not  to  reuse  existing  resources  such  as  the  Caltrain  Express/  ^ 

trains.  Plus,  the  real  value  in  the  high  speed  line  lies  in  traveling  vast  distances  between  Northern  and  Southern'''^ 

California,  not  in  cutting  an  extra  15-20  minutes  out  of  the  time  to  travel  up  and  down  the  Peninsula.  \ 

2.  tunneling  all  tracks  beneath  the  Peninsula,  rather  than  giving  preference  to  surface,  or  worse... elevated,/ ^  [ 

It  is  clear  that  tunneling  will  be  a  more  expensive  proposition.  This,  by  itself,  is  not  adequate  reason  to 
eliminate  this  alternative  at  this  juncture.  This  is  particularly  true  given  that  Judge  Kopp,  at  a  public  comment 
meeting  in  Redwood  City  in  early  March,  admitted  that  one  of  the  significant  reasons  behind  the  selection  of  the 
Caltrain  corrider  was  that  the  right-of-way  was  already  owned,  which  meant  that  using  that  corrider  would  save| 
money  that  could  be  used  for  other  sections  of  the  CHSR  project. 

The  character  of  the  Peninsula  will  be  irrevocably  altered  if  a  15  foot  elevated  track  (wall)  is  built  from  San  JoseL^  \ 
to  San  Francisco.  .  J  frMa 

Thank  you  in  advance  for  your  carefiil  consideration  of  ALL  alternatives^  ^  (JVA 

Regards, 


Russell  Poore 
Palo  Alto  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Heather  Porter  [porter.heather@gene.com] 

Sent:  Saturday,  March  07,  2009  2:10  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


I  live  across  from  the  San  Jose  train  station  in  the  Cahill  Park  townhomes  on  Laurel  Grove  Lane  and  am  very  worried  by 
the  gallery  photos  that  show  the  San  Jose  Station  development  scenario.  The  huge  new  station  would  be  built  right  in 
front  of  my  home  and  would  completely  block  any  views  that  the  residents  along  my  street  have.  It  looks  like  the  elevated 
trains  would  be  running  right  outside  our  windows  and  our  views  would  be  of  the  underside  of  the  platform  and  the  train 
station.  The  station  is  enormous  and  very  ugly  and  will  be  an  eyesore  to  the  residents  who  live  here.  These  townhomes 
are  fairly  new  and  myself  and  the  other  residents  were  not  told  of  any  development  plans  when  we  bought  our  units.  I 
would  not  have  bought  my  place  if  I  knew  this  new  train  station  was  going  to  be  built  right  outside  my  front  door.  It  will 
make  it  impossible  to  sell  my  place  in  the  future.  I  would  like  to  know  what  are  the  HSR  board’s  plans  are  for  the  existin 
townhomes  in  the  area?  The  gallery  photos  show  homes  next  to  the  new  train  station  where  my  home  currently  stands 
but  the  artist  rendition  does  not  look  anything  like  the  homes  that  are  currently  there.  Why  is  this?  Will  there  be  any 
monetary  compensation  to  the  residents  who  already  live  here?  I  cannot  imagine  that  this  station  will  be  built  without 
legal  fight  from  the  current  residents. 


74MAtS|Y\eta 
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Heather  Porter 
253  Laurel  Grove  Lane 
San  Jose,  CA  95126 

porterha@earthlink.net 
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Kris  Livingston 

Lisa  Post  [lpost@stanford.edu] 

Tuesday,  March  31,  2009  5:29  AM 
HSR  Comments 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST /  High  Speed  Rail 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


I  am  very  concerned  about  the  impact  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will 
have  on: 


J  fill  JEfrv 


Safety.  My  safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  travelling  @  125  mph 
in  very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  ,  local  traffic,  and  at  least  one  High 
School.  Palo  Alto  high  school  is  right  on  the  rail  line.  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 


I±l 


Noise  levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  trains  running  at 
high  speed  and  elevated  tracks?  I  see  and  hear  the  trains  from  my  home  now  and  feel  their 
vibration.  My  house  literally  shakes  when  the  freight  trains  pass  and  I  am  two  streets  away 
from  the  line.  More  of  this  is  unacceptable  in  this  quiet  residential  community. 
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Local  Traffic/Emergency  Services.  The  proposed  line  divides  the  town  in  two.  Children  and 
local  bikers  and  commuters  walk  across  these 

lines  everyday  how  are  folks  going  to  deal  with  the  impact  of  these 
trains. 

Property  values.  Some  neighbors  who  live  next  to  the  tracks  may  lose  their  beautiful  homes; 
the  trees  will  be  destroyed  including  one  of  the  oldest  trees  in  California.  What  is  the 
risk  of  property  devaluation  and  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 
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Again,  what  is  the  impact  on  local  wildlife  and  trees? 
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I  am  most  concerned  about  an  unsightly  elevated  track,  the  pollution  and  the  frequency  of 
trains.  Also,  a  station  stop  in  Palo  Alto  means  more  traffic,  congestion  and  parking 
problems.  Frankly,  we  don’t  have  space  for  this. 

Lisa  Rost 

2502  Emerson  Street,  Palo  Alto 


Lisa  I.  Post,  Ph.D. 

Clinical  Associate  Professor 
Chief  of  Sports  Medicine,  Psychiatry 
Director,  Interpersonal  Problems  Clinic 
Stanford  University  Medical  Center 
650-725-2372 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Linda  Post  &  David  Shayer 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

vfc  \  S' 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 


very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their' 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  Q  q 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  \P ' 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air,,  l,.  /- 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  W  aeStW"  Art 
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Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Linda  Post  &  David  Shayer 

2502  Emerson  St,  Palo  Alto94306 

Safety  -  1  can  see  the  train  from 
my  window 

Noise  -  1  hear  the  current  train 
Property  Values  -  *! 

Trees  -  Yes. 

Visual  Impact  -  This  is  not  the 
most  offensive  problem. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Michael  Price  [mprice@seismicwarning.com] 
Friday,  April  03,  2009  7:43  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Re:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  am  in  favor  of  the  HST  project  as  long  as  it's  design  doesn't  significantly  detract  from 
the  communities  along  its  path.  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  any  design  that  increases  the  impact 

miehJ  he017nf y  X  ^  °f  the  CUrrent  CalTraln'  Constructing  an  above-ground  route 

peninsula  ^communities^"*  “  “  laSting  t0  the  V****  of  llfe  for  the 
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I  urge  the  HST  planners  to  thoroughly  investigate  alternatives  for  placing  the  train 

on  hofr?ond'  hlJ  ef0"  rh0Uld  ue  focused  on  flndlni  a  practical  method  rather  than  focusing 
on  how  to  demonstrate  that  an  underground  design  won’t  work.  g 


So  far,  I  ve  heard  many  comments  above  the  feasibility  of  underground  alternatives.  From  HST 
employees  and  board  members.  I’ve  heard  nothing  but  comments  on  the  problems  of 
undergrounding.  From  others,  I've  heard  of  alternatives  and  tradeoffs.  If  the  intent  of  the 
investigation  is  to  find  a  way,  one  _will  be  found_.  If  the  investigation  intends  to  prove 
undergrounding  can  t  be  done,  that  will  be  the  result.  Focus  on  CAN  DO! 


2^ 


Michael  Price 
Palo  Alto 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


mark  priestley  [markapriestley@gmail.com] 
Thursday,  January  22,  2009  1:00  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dan  Leavitt, 


I  wanted  to  add  my  voice  to  the  request  for  your  agency  to  do  the  high  speed  rail  underground  and  to  put  a  *V1 

connection  in  Palo  Alto. 

rain. 
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The  access  to  major  medical  facility,  and  major  university  are  a  key  benefit  to  user  of  high  speed  train. 

— i  fc(:\ 

As  a  citizen  of  Palo  Alto  I  would  recommend  the  train  be  below  ground  for  noise  and  safety  reason.  The  1  1 
citizen  as  a  majority  would,  I  believe  lobby  against  a  train  above  ground. 


Regards, 

Mark  Priestley 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Richard  Frobst  [richard@probst.com] 

Sent:  Sunday,  April  05,  2009  6:39  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  am  in  favor  of  the  high-speed  rail  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Diego,  and  I  voted  for  the  bond  measure. 


But  I  am  adamantly  opposed  to  elevated  tracks  in  the  Peninsula  cities  of  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  Atherton 
train  must  run  in  a  tunnel,  or  the  route  must  be  re-planned. 

Best, 

-Richard 


.  Either  thlf 


Richard  Probst 
788  Kendall  Avenue 
Palo  Alto  CA  94306 
650-856-4940 


l 


ISC  SiH 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday.  March  05:  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  SF  to  SJ  High  Speed  Train 


From:  Leslie  W  Proceviat  [mailto:lesvir@pacbell.net] 

Sent:  Friday,  January  30,  2009  6:43  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  SF  to  SJ  High  Speed  Train 


To  Whom  it  May  Concern, 

As  homeowners  in  Palo  Alto  and.  specifically  in  the  Southgate  Neighborhood,  we  are  very  concerned,  and 
frankly  appalled,  that  a  high  speed  train  is  being  considered  next  to  the  current  train  tracks.  This  is  a  quiet 
neighborhood  area  with  the  tracks  running  between  Old  Palo  Alto  and  Southgate,  not  a  freeway.  We  are 
concerned  with  the  noise,  visual  intrusion  (possible  raised  track,  overhead  cables,  towers,  etc.),  possible 
destruction  of  current  homes  devaluing  the  rest  of  the  neighborhood,  to  accommodate  this  system. 


#t  hovS(U 


We  would  hope  that  a  more  suitable  area  could  be  found,  possibly  along  Highway  101  or  elsewhere.  If  this  is 
the  only  option  being  considered,  we  will  only  support  a  "No  Build"  option  for  the  San  Francisco  -  San  Jose 
portion. 


Thank  you  for  considering  our  concerns. 
Sincerely, 


Les  and  Virginia  Proceviat 


l 


T-SC  355 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:14  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Train  must  go  below  ground  in  downtown  Palo  Alto 


From:  Christina  M.  Raes  [mailto:cmraes@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  4:04  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Train  must  go  below  ground  in  downtown  Palo  Alto 


To  whom  it  may  concern, 


-7  pytff  IA  . 

I  am  very  concerned  and  feel  misled  about  the  proposed  above  ground  passage  of  the  High  Speed  Train  through! 
downtown  Palo  Alto.  J. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  current  plan  and  am  a  proponent  of  a  tunnel  scenario.  Based  on  my  understanding  of  such  systems]^ 

in  Asia  and  Europe  I  see  no  reason  why  this  option  would  not  be  pursued.  Based  on  expert  opinions  the  cost  for  a  tunnef|^2-^veW' 

scenario  would  not  exceed  the  current  proposed  plan  once  all/complete  costs  are  factored  in.  JtL  vfcWm 

The  current  scenario  violates  the  quality  of  the  environment  and  life  of  all  forms.  It  will  be  a  source  of  many  lawsuits  as w 

worldwide  studies  have  already  documented  the  negative  affects  on  the  mental  and  physical  health  of  individuals  living  £  | 

near  such  systems.  Given  the  talent  in  this  state  it  must  be  possible  to  avoid  the  lazy  above  ground  option  and  do  the 

work  properly  the  first  go  around  by  taking  this  below  ground.  _ vua  ne  ( 

Christina  Raes 


u 

^OeLOyp 

jfc2-V-viGac4 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Keith  Reckdahl  [reckdahl@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  11:57  PM 
HSR  Comments 

saraannruth@gmail.com;  epstein@meer.net 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  CHSRA: 


1)  Because  of  the  high  cost  of  Bay  Area  real  estate,  the  costs  of  eminent  domain,  inverse 
condemnation,  and  severance  damages  will  be  large  for  the  San  Francisco-to-San  Dose  portion 
San  Francisco-to-San  Dose  costs  will  be  further  increased  by  construction  in  an  urban 
environment  requiring  traffic  mitigation,  along  with  the  need  to  maintain  Caltrain  and 


Below  are  my  comments  on  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose  High-Speed  Rail: 

Southern  Pacific  service  during  HSR  construction.  It  is  incredibly  doubtful  that  a  HSR  San  ^  n 

Francisco-to-San  Dose  portion  could  ever  generate  sufficient  ridership  increase  to  recoup  the  1 
initial  cost.  These  ridership  calculations  must  use  realistic  travel  times  (based  on  heavier  | 

American  trains  due  to  safety  requirements)  and  be  consistent  with  ridership  statistics  in 
existing  American  mass  transit  systems.  HSR  ridership  calculations  must  be  compared  a  HSR 
system  ending  in  San  Dose  with  a  convenient  cross-platform  transfer  to  CalTrain.  |  'Cu^3^  ' 

2)  While  the  CHSRA  touts  fast  NoCal/SoCal  travel  times,  it  is  curious  that  the  CHSRA  is 
prioritizing  construction  of  the  San  Francisco-to-San  Dose  link,  effectively  building  an 
extremely  expensive  commuter-rail  system  where  CalTrain  already  exists.  However,  certain 
private  citizens  (such  as  investors  in  Los  Banos  real  estate)  will  be  enriched  by  a 
government-funded  commuter  HSR  system.  The  EIR  must  explicitly  describe  any  CHSRA  employee 
(including  board  members  and  consultants)  who  has  any  past  or  current  business  dealings  with 
real  estate  investors,  home  builders,  or  others  who  will  profit  by  the  government's 
construction  HSR.  The  term  "business  dealings”  also  includes  contributions  to  current  and 
past  political  campaigns/friends  committees  of  CHSRA  employees  and  their  families. 

Futhermore,  "business  dealings"  also  apply  to  donations  to  charities/foundations/schools  in 
which  a  CHSRA  employee  or  their  family  is  active  or  associated.  ^ 

3)  CHSRA  ridership  and  cost  projections  are  far  too  optimistic  and  are  inconsistent  with  mass 
transit  elsewhere  in  the  United  States.  Any  ridership  and  cost  projections  must  explicitly 
state  how  the  calculations  were  done  and  explicitly  state  what  American  mass-transit  data 
supports  the  projections. 

4)  The  CHSRA' s  travel  times  are  not  realistic  and  are  inconsistent  with  the  speeds  achieved 

by  other  high-speed  rail  lines  around  the  world.  The  CHSRA  explicitly  specify  what  specific/ 
new  technology  they  will  use  to  outperform  all  other  HSR  systems  in  the  world.  The  CHSRA  I 
must  also  address  the  cost,  schedule,  and  risk  impacts  of  this  new  technology.  1 


GajT 


5)  American  rail-safety  standards  will  make  American  HSR  trains  heavier  than  others  around 
the  world.  All  CHSRA-provided  statistics  (e.g.,  train  speeds,  travel  times,  train 
manufacturing  costs,  train  operational  costs,  and  ridership)  must  explicitly  specify  train 
weights  assumed.  All  of  these  CHSRA  calculations  must  be  performed  over  a  series  of  train 
weights  to  insure  the  overly-optimistic  weight  estimates  do  not  incorrectly  assess  the 
feasibility  of  CA  HSR. 

6)  It  is  not  hard  to  predict  that  CA  HSR  construction  will  cost  more  and  take  longer  than  the  IM 


CHSRA  projections.  The  CHSRA  must  explicitly  specify  how  it  will  prevent  cost/schedule 


T-5L  35-7 


deviations.  Nebulous  statements  about  project  management  is  insufficient-specifics  must  be 
explicitly  described. 


7)  Once  an  large  public  project  has  spent  a  large  amount  of  money.,  it  effectively  gets  a 
blank  check  because  few  lawmakers  want  to  cancel  a  project  that  has  taken  billions  of 
taxpayer  dollars.  To  help  prevent  this  blank- check  scenario,  half  of  each  construction 
contract  should  be  held  in  escrow  as  reserve  for  system-wide  cost  overruns.  This  will 
prevent  firms  from  bidding  on  contracts  they  know  will  overrun.  This  will  push  up  the 
overruns  to  the  beginning  of  the  project  where  lawmakers  still  have  the  option  of  canceling 
the  project. 


Thank  you. 


Keith  Reckdahl 
256  Edlee  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


2 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Michael  Reynolds  [michaelwreynoids@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  10,  2009  6:32  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail 


To  the  HSR  Authority:  ^ 

Please...  let  the  HSR  connect  a  transportation  hub  in  the  L.A.  basin  with  a  transportation  hub  in  Southern  Santa  p 
Clara  County,  but  DO  NOT  extend  HSR  service  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  J 

Instead,  let  the  existing  CalTrain  sendee  provide  the  local  service  required  between  San  Jose  and  San  FranciscoT]  - 

where  stops  at  existing  stations  are  the  life-blood  of  peninsula  commuting.  j  /^v'  ^ 

And...  let's  look  forward  to  the  day  when  BART  eventually  replaces  CalTrain,  providing  a  complete  passenger ”1  ij 
rail  ring  around  the  entire  Bay  Area.  JJ 

HSR  is  efficient  for  the  long  distances  between  LA  and  the  Bay.  — \  .  , 

But  local  rail  --  ideally  BART  -  is  the  answer  for  efficient  rapid  transit  around  the  Bay.  ”1 c 


Sincerely, 

Michael  Reynolds 
1620  Castilleja  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Michael  Reynolds  [michaelwreynolds@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Friday,  April  03,  2009  3:42  PM 

To:  .  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  S.F.  Peninsula 


I  strongly  favor  terminating  the  northbound  HSR  in  San  Jose,  where  passengers  can  transfer  to  CalTrain  for 
travel  up  the  S.F.  Peninsula,  or  transfer  to  BART  where  then  can  travel  to  the  East  Bay,  transbay,  and  beyond 


strongly  oppose  the  construction  of  a  HSR  line  along  the  S.F.  Peninsula^  Cj  q 


k 


Michael  Reynolds 
1620  Castilleja  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


l 
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Kris  Livinqston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Susie  Richardson  [susiebmc@gmail.com] 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  1 0:25  AM 

HSR  Comments 

Suzanne  Bayley 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  excited  about  the  prospect  of  a  high  speed  train,  BUT  I  am  very  concerned  about  routing  it  along  an 

elevated  wall  through  established  neighborhoods. 


I  would  support  proceeding  with  the  project  through  Santa  Clara  or  San  Jose  and  providing 
transportation  alternatives  from  that  terminus  to  San  Francisco  and  beyond. 


"fcvmi  rvc M 


hlr  ^  react;on  was  to  oppose  people  who  complained,  "not  in  my  back  yard,"  but  I  have  come  ttTM  I  O 

believe  that  the  present  plans  would  truly  create  a  scare  that  will  not  heal— a  scare  that  over  time  will  become  L 
increasingly  septic  and  ultimately  cause  the  death  of  some  of  our  treasured  neighborhoods.  Ac 

oikb,?H'S  fiUed  eviden« >  of . neighborhoods  that  have  been  destroyed  by  either  walls  or  elevated  tracks. 1 

akland  cmne-ndden  neighborhoods  were  bom  of  the  division  created  by  freeway  walls.  New  York  and 
Chicago  eventually  were  forced  to  remove  elevated  trains  that  created  blight  in  their  cities  H  A  1  - — ^ 

I  served  on  the  Board  of  Education  in  Palo  Alto  for  8  years.  ]  fear  for  danger  to  children  and  community  ■ - \  r 

Tunnek  cfnb  f X  iff  ?  ”  CWldren  WOuld  be  forced  t0  "cross" the  *«*«  to  get  to  school  ' 

“““  S  °f  “ there  15  Vhere  are  als°  the  Pr°blems  or  aesthetics  and  noise,  but  they^  £^£2? 
pale  compared  to  the  dangers  of  division  and  safety.)  y  V~4L  j  \  < 

High  speed  rail  is  a  fabulous  idea,  but  it  must  be  done  right.  We  must  not  allow  ourselves  to  create!  &  1 1 

monstrous  new  problems  as  we  create  a  useful  transportation  alternative.  _ \  ^  y  { / 

Susan  Richardson 
1322  Martin  Ave 
Palo  Alto  94301* 


*My  house  is  several  miles  from  the  track  and  so  I  would  not  be  '’directly"  effected. 


1-5C  3GV 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Sharon  Richmond 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  theii  \  / 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 


*  '  MjryS- 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  fr-zS*™' ' 

*  1  -  -  cpVtj 


pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


a* 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Sharon  Richmond 

3234  Maddux  Drive,  Palo  Alto  94303 

None 

5C  36>| 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Alia  Husain  Rizul 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  '  ' 

very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safetv?  *  l  ftoisB 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  wriOJKC 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  '  SOC- 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  \  -(X€>[r^vCi> 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Alia  Husain  Rizul 

105  Lowell  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

±-St 


rvris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 
Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:39  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  hsr 


From:  leslie  roberts  [mailto:toomuch60@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Sunday,  April  12,  2009  12:22  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  hsr 


■at »«  rtatoKiuiamau 


Dear  Deputy  Director  Leavitt,  , 

My  family  has  lived  for  many  years  on  Fuller  Ave  and  I  have  noticed  an  increase  in  rail  activity  over  time  andj 
wonder  how  we  can  survive  more  of  the  same.  My  house  and  even  our  beds  shake,  my  sleep  and  daily  life 
disturbed  by  constant  train  honking, ding  donging  and  screeching.  I  take  medication  to  help  me  sleep  when  theL-,  ^ 
hospital  calls  me  to  work  off  hours  because  of  the  noise  and  now  I  have  a  grandson  who  is  also  woken  up  by  the) 
trains.  My  neighbors  have  walked  the  tracks  and  have  found  many  rail  spikes  not  where  they  belong  causing  ^\{£(rfdxA 
me  some  concern  about  safety.  Would  you  please  explain  to  me  why  the  HSR  needs  to  come  through  our  ^  2 

neighborhood  adding  80  more  trains  per  day  as  opposed  to  another  more  reasonable  route.  The  city  of  San  Jose,  ^j^viock 
my  neighbors  and  I  have  spent  money  and  devoted  many  hours  of  our  time  to  make  our  neighborhood  a  nice  __J 
place  to  live  despite  the  problems  the  current  trains  cause  in  our  lives.  I  can  can  only  cry  about  my  property 
value  now  and  I  wonder  how  this  will  effect  it  when  the  HSR  gets  started. 

I  would  like  to  hear  a  response  to  my  concerns  of  the  following: 

^°ise.  I  jJp  V  Mo>0^ 

Vibration  1  \j\brKhisV\ 

Safety  gckfefij 


Sincerely, 


l 


T-St  33 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Robinson,  Laurel  [Laurel.Robinson@cbnorcal.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  9:50  AM 
HSR  Comments 

High  Speed  Rail  Comments  &  Concerns 


April  6, 2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director,  ATTN: 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  FIST 
Board  of  Directors 
Calif.  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt  and  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors: 

I  was  bom  and  raised  in  the  city  of  Palo  Alto  and  currently  reside  on  Washington  Avenue,  one  block  from  the" 
train.  I  am  also  a  Realtor  who  has  worked  in  residential  real  estate  sales  for  the  past  three  years  in  the  Mid- 
Peninsula  area.  I  wish  to  submit  some  information  to  you  regarding  the  plan  to  install  the  High  Speed  Rail 
tracks  above  ground  through  the  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  Atherton  cities.  I  am  a  supporter  of  the  concept  of)  ^  / 

the  High  Speed  Rail,  however,  from  the  time  I  learned  about  this  plan  in  the  fall  of  2008  I  believed  that  the  on 
realistic  route  for  the  rail  line  would  be  underground  either  via  a  trench  or  tunnel  plan  for  the  route  from  Palo  I 
Alto  through  Atherton.  This  area  is  imique  for  the  route  because  it  would  affect  these  residential  communities 
and  a  significant  number  of  single  family  homes  adjacent  to  the  existing  Cal  Train  tracks.  ^ 


Along  with  my  mother  Leamiah  Hunt,  we  represented  a  proposed  Buyer  of  a  home  in  the  Felton  Gables  area  (Si 
Menlo  Park  in  October  of  2008.  The  buyers  were  in  contract  to  purchase  a  lovely  home  when  an  article 
appeared  in  the  Palo  Alto  Daily  News  describing  the  proposed  rail  line  and  the  uproar  the  plan  had  created  in 
the  neighborhood  and  city  of  Menlo  Park.  The  buyers  backed  out  of  the  contract.  They  actually  lost  down 
payment  funds  in  excess  of  forty  thousand  dollars  as  a  result  of  the  decision  to  withdraw  from  the  contract. 
They  apparently  were  concerned  about  the  potential  loss  of  property  values  and  harm  to  the  quality  of  life  in 
that  community.  Living  just  one  block  from  the  train  track  myself,  I  certainly  understand  the  concern  about  the 
loss  of  property  value,  as  I  myself  am  very  worried  about  this. 


The  proposed  above  ground  rail  line  with  a  proposed  four  track  or  more  system  fails  to  address  the  following 
concerns: 


L 


2. 

3. 

4. 


The  noise  and  disruption  in  the  neighborhoods  adjacent  to  the  Cal  Train  line.  The  prospect  of  freight^ 

trains  on  a  line  which  only  has  one  current  freight  train  per  day  would  severely  impact  the  quality* of  lifeT^f^^  ^ 

along  the  rail  line.  Trains  running  every  five  to  ten  minutes  twenty  four  hours  "each  day  would  change 

the  total  nature  of  our  intact  residential  communities.  Fifteen  or  twenty  foot  walls  with  overhead  wires-tt '  • 

would  create  visual  blight  for  our  cities.  l 

The  property  values  along  the  railway  lines  would  be  severely  impacted  and  those  residents  within  view!* 

and  earshot  of  the  train  will  lose  tremendous  value  in  their  properties. 

The  cost  of  buying  up  properties  at  the  grade  crossings,  along  the  most  narrow  sections  of  the  Cal  trSnLn* 

lines  and  adjacent  to  any  proposed  stations  would  be  in  the  millions  of  dollars  through  the  eminent  • 

domain  process.  ^  frQMVVw 

When  the  citizens  voted  for  the  fall  2008  bond  measure  they  assumed  that  tunneling  would  be  a  viable"''!  o']  ov^  \  A 
option  lor  the  rail  line,  lhere  were  no  projections,  visual  aids  or  details  regarding  the  above  ground  lines!  '  i 
at  the  time  of  the  election.  \ 


T-X  569 


A 


5. 


6. 


7. 


8. 


>2  i 


The  web  site  was  woefully  inadequate  in  it’s  description  of  the  impact  to  the  quality  of  life  and  resultant 
effects  on  “life  in  Palo  Alto”.  The  voters  were  not  provided  with  a  complete  picture  of  the  railway  plan.  __ 
There  needs  to  be  a  study  done  of  the  cost  involved  in  tunneling  the  high  speed  rail  as  well  as  the  Cal  — 
train  lines  as  they  did  in  Los  Angeles  with  the  tunneling  of  the  “  Red  Car  “  rail  line.  My  understanding  is 
that  this  tunnel  machine  can  be  used  underground  with  very  little  disruption  to  the  traffic  and  life  above 
ground.  In  fact,  I  understand  that  they  just  leave  the  tunnel  boring  machine  buried  in  the  ground  after  it 
has  completed  the  tunneling  process.  ^ 

Cal  Train  and  the  High  Speed  Rail  authority  can  create  a  model  for  the  nation  and  the  world  by  m  n 
designing  a  system  with  the  tunnels  underground  which  w'ould  serve  as  a  example  of  the  most  effect]  ve 
and  least  impactful  system  for  a  residential  community.  J 

Unlike  the  many  miles  of  open  space,  industrial  community  and  commercial  lands  affected  by  an  above 
ground  system  the  cities  of  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  Atherton  are  primarily  upscale  residential  cities 
whose  quality  of  life,  property  values  and  futures  depend  on  a  preservation  of  period  home  styles,  well 
established  neighborhoods  and  integrity  to  their  current  city  layouts.  These  tax  payers,  property  owners 
and  community  members  deserve  to  have  a  HSR  which  is  buried  in  the  ground,  provides  underground 
access  and  would  not  interrupt  the  well  established  pattern  of  life  in  these  older  towns.  *- 

The  citizens  approved  the  rail  project,  however,  during  this  EIR  period  the  Authority  needs  to  design  a 
project  which  is  safe  to  use  with  the  least  impact  to  the  communities  which  will  enjoy  the  benefits  of  this 
21st  century'  transportation  system. 


I  maintain  that  any  cost  to  a  tunnel/and/or  trench  plan  would  be  offset  by  the  exorbitant  costs  of  buying  up  j  ,  i 
properties  through  eminent  domain  as  well  as  the  enormous  costs  of  grade  level  separations  along  the  Mid-  \  'rz\ 

peninsula  corridors.  The  tunnels  can  be  placed  under  creeks  and  acquafirs  and  thus  preserve  the  quality  ofliftP^  f 1 
and  integrity  of  our  Mid-Peninsula  neighborhoods.  J 

Yours  truly. 


Laurel  Robinson 

245  Lytton  Ave.  Suite  100 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


Laurel  Robinson 

iaurel.robinson@cbnorcal.com 
office:  650.752.0735 
cell:  650.269.7266 
www.leannahandlaurel.com 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Mary  Barton  Rose  [marybrose5@comcast  net! 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  2:54  PM 
HSR  Comments 

FW:  Comments  regarding  HSR- 


Dan  Leavitt 
Deputy  Director, 

CHSRA 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 

and^ountjTckle^to'loweTproperty  valu^U^eSeecon  ?  ‘l*0™**6  state 

ruin  our  physical  and  emSa^environmen,  "  C°nS'der  ^  a'tematiVeS  thaf  do  aWW 

and 355S “ ■l'““  “  “"•«<  " 

Thank  you. 

Mary  B.  Rose 


I -sc 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:38  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message . 

From:  Susan  Rosenberg  [mailto:susanpa@sonic.netj 
Sent:  Tuesday,  March  03,  2009  3:07  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  jamie_maltz@agilent.com;  Sharon  Kelly;  Catherine  Martineau;  Dave  Dockter;  Eric  Krebs 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose  HST 


Dear  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt, 


-1 


On  behalf  of  Canopy,  a  Palo  Alto  based  urban  forestry  nonprofit,  I  would  like  to  express 
concern  that  the  High  Speed  Rail  system  could  impose  a  significant  and  detrimental  effect  on 
Palo  Alto's  trees  that  are  adjacent  to  the  proposed  line,  and  especially  to  El  Palo  Alto,  an 
ancient  Redwood  tree  which  is  the  beloved  symbol  of  our  city. 

I  urge  you  to  assess  the  impact  this  would  have  on  Palo  Alto,  a  community  that  places  great 
value  on  trees,  not  only  for  the  beauty  they  bring  to  the  community,  but  for  their  financial] 
value  as  city  infrastructure.  This  potential  loss  is  not  something  we  would  take  lightly. 

Best  Regards, 


Susan  Rosenberg 
Chair,  Canopy 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:45  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 


From:  Steve  Rosenblum(poll)  [mailto:poll@rosenblums.us] 

Sent:  Saturday,  February  28,  2009  3:27  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR 

_ id?  1 1 

I  recently  attended  the  public  scoping  meeting  in  Palo  Alto  on  February  26th  and  was  surprised  to  learn  that  the  primary  Un  no 
approach  being  considered  for  this  stretch  is  an  elevated  line.  I  strongly  object  to  this  on  two  grounds.  Firstly,  the  line  will  Jr  ^  •lyAPCZ 
be  a  visual  barrier  cutting  Palo  Alto  in  half  with  a  mini  Great  Wall  of  China.  This  wall  will  be  within  a  few  feet  of  Alma  |  .  , 

Street.  There  is  no  way  that  such  a  wall  can  be  disguised  or  beautified.  The  roadbed  will  exceed  the  30  foot  height  A 
allowed  for  residential  construction  in  my  neighborhood.  Secondly,  the  noise  of  trains  going  by  up  to  12  times  per  hour  at— i 


rh,  allowed  tor  residential  construction  in  my  neighborhood.  Secondly,  the  noise  of  trains  going  by  up  to  12  times  per  hour  at— 
,  120  miles  per  hour  will  be  an  auditory  blight  on  my  neighborhood.  The  present  Caltrains  are  easily  heard  at  my  house 

\  ^which  is  about  100  Vards  from  the  tracks  and  the  Caltrains  are  running  at  less  than  half  of  this  speed  and  at  ground  leveul 


*^rT°  me  the  most  sensible  approach  is  to  underground  the  train  over  this  entire  stretch.  In  that  way  the  noise,  visual  bligh 
^^Und  security  issues  are  efficiently  mitigated.  If  the  line  cannot  be  undergrounded,  the  next  best  alternative  would  be  to  e 
^M}^jhe  HST  at  San  Jose  and  upgrade  the  Caltrain  right  of  way  to  provide  grade  separations  at  ground  level  or  below  grade. 
V  level  so  that  the  trains  do  not  have  to  slow  down  or  blow  horns  at  grade  crossings.  At  present  the  Caltrain  Baby  Bullet-- 


min | 


jiic  i  iv_>  i  ai  jam  awe  auu  upyiauc  u ic  . . .  ui  way  iu  piuviue  yidut;  btjparauons  ai  grouna  level  or  ueiow  graae. _ |  a  62) 

level  so  that  the  trains  do  not  have  to  slow  down  or  blow  horns  at  grade  crossings.  At  present  the  Caltrain  Baby  Bullet'-"]  -)L\no\kQ±>  ^ 
trains  make  the  run  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco  in  57  minutes  making  5  stops.  The  HST  is  expected  to  make 
the  same  trip  in  30  minutes  making  2-3  stops.  I  would  expect  that  by  upgrading  the  right  of  way  and  reducing  the  numberidt^f T£<Q.  of  (Uj 
of  stops,  that  Caltrain  could  make  the  trip  in  closer  to  45  minutes.  j  ^,lcr 


In  summary,  I  am  opposed  to  an  elevated  HST  over  this  stretch  and  will  do  whatever  I  can  to  prevent  it  from  being 

Sincerely,  _ _ koppcto*  to 

Stephen  Rosenblum  . 

212  Santa  Rita  Ave 
Palo  Alta,  CA  94301 


_L'SC  3(cH 


Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Alex  Ross  [alexr@stanford.edu] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:53  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dan  Leavitt, 

Deputy  Director 
CA  HSR  Authority 

Dear  Mr  Leavitt, 

Out  of  grave  concern  for  the  deleterious  effects  of  an  elevated  high-speed  rail  structure 
cutting  my  town,  Palo  Alto,  in  half,  I  am  writing  to  ask  that  you  give  strong  consideration  Lr? A&ywa l 
to  either  tunneling  the  train  or  terminating  HSR  service  at  San  Jose  instead  of  San 
Francisco.  < _ / 


No  one  (except  perhaps  an  airline  executive)  would  argue  that  HSR  is  not,  in  principle,  a 
good  thing.  But  to  diminish  the  quality  of  life  in  viable  Peninsula  communities  in  the 
implementation  of  it  seems  to  me  to  be  the  height  of  poor  planning  and  lack  of  foresight, 
this  project  is  forced  through  the  middle  of  our  community  on  some  sort  of  elevated 
structure,  the  area  inside  of  at  least  a  half  mile  on  either  side  of  the  tracks  will  be 
changed  significantly  for  the  worse  by  noise  and  visual  pollution  and  the  degradation  and 
blight  that  will  inevitably  follow. 


* 

if 


lU 


Please  don't  destroy  my  neighborhood.  Please  either  put  the  train  in 
Peninsula  communities,  or  terminate  the  high-speed  line  in  San  Jose. 

Thanks  for  reading  my  comments. 

Sincerely, 

Alex  Ross 
4175  Wilkie  Way 
Palo  Alto 


tunnel  throughly 

tlA" 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:45  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Cindy  Ross  [mailto:cmross@stanford.edu] 
Sent:  Saturday,  February  28,  2009  9:51  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority: 


I  support  high-speed  rail  project  to  connect  Sacramento,  San  Jose,  Bakersfield,  Los  Angeles,  etc;  however,  it  is 
a  gross  waste  of  taxpayer  dollars  to  bring  the  high-speed  trains  to  San  Francisco.  It  is  much  more  cost  effectivj 
to  connect  into  the  existing  infrastructure  such  as  Bart  and  Caltrain.  The  construction  costs  for  the  short 
segment  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco  must  be  hugely  disproportionate  for  the  distance  traveled.  (I  _/j 
would  like  to  see  this  information  on  your  website.)  I  voted  "yes"  to  connect  California;  I  did  not  vote  to  wastfrfb  (1  J 

my  money  to  duplicate  services  (albiet  faster)  and  to  marginalize  communities.  J 


tv 


3  CfSVyCvgxbv^j 

^5  CuvitKcb, 


•tosts 


In  any  case,  I  am  absolutely  opposed  to  building  huge  structures/walls  in  single  home  neighborhoods  and 


muruht 

Fyvuio^tl- 


Fyvuio&t 


taking  of  people's  property.  Undergrounding  the  trains  may  not  be  good  alternative  either  as  the  unconsolidated'; 


nature  of  the  sediments  in  this  area  may  let  everyone  know  when  a  train  is  going  by  due  to  vibrations.  A  route  Jjk-  vibvxhcvi 
along  280  may  be  less  intrusive  and  less  expensive,  but  I  still  think  it's  best  to  connect  the  system  to  existing 
public  transport  systems.  _ I 


Sincerely, 
Cynthia  Ross 


* 


(Axe |ai/vvevbH 


Cynthia  M.  Ross,  Ph.D 

Department  of  Energy  Resources  Engineering 
367  Panama,  Rm  065 
Stanford  University 
Stanford,  CA  94305-2220 

(650)  725-0944  (office)  (650)  725-2099  (fax) 
Office  -  Green  Earth  Sciences  Rm.  353 
e-mail:  cmross@stanford.edu 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Rouein 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^  ^ 

very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety?  v 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  1  ‘  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  jJYr, 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their"^  ^\/0 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  p 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property^b  pVdp  V 1 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  \p)Q 


’  AH 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  AT1  ^  ,w-;  . 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  C\N J 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Rouein 

255  Ventura  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

I'bC  310 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Jan  Rusuff 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety?  v 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  ^ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  yfoJi/fQ/ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  "^rb 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 


#1  \*o 


How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air$  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  C\\ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Jan  Rusuff 

130  Ely  Place,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

-L-SC  ST l 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Google  Documents  [noreply@google.com]  on  behalf  of  hindas2@gmail.com 

Sent:  Sunday,  April  05,  2009  10:45  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  "San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


This  is  an  addendum  to  a  previous  scoping  email . 


Hinda  G.  Sack 
4104  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


comments@hsr.ca.aov 

"San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST"  .  ^ 

— yfL  i  \ 

Should  an  at  grade  solution  be  the  only  feasible  construction  alternative,  I  would  like  the  HSRA  to  I  ^ 
investigate  the  environmental  impacts  of:  4 — 

""  {  \  QfY 

1) Closing  the  West  Meadow  crossing  and  creating  a  pedestrian  overpass  at  that  location.  \  — {■  rcv-rr.  V  c. — 

2)  Creating  underpasses  at  Churchill  and  at  Charleston.  3 Msfr  G 

3)  Creating  an  overpass  at  El  Camino/Alma  \  ^ 

With  an  underpass  at  Charleston,  I  would  recommend  closing  Park  Boulevard  to  traffic  turning  from  ^  I 
Charleston  onto  Park.  I  would  recommend  opening  Park  Boulevard  to  traffic  from  West  Meadow  to  the  /T'  . 

Oregon  underpass.  This  would  allow  residents  west  of  Alma  to  access  Alma  at  Oregon  or  San  Antonio. ^ 


l 


X-SC  37X 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:59  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  HSR 


From:  Hinda  Sack  [mailto:hindas2@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Sunday,  February  01,  2009  1:06  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  HSR 


I  live  on  Park  Blvd.  in  Palo  Alto,  94306.  The  neighbors  across  the  street  from  me  back  onto 


-n 


II  Lf/v 


the  Caltrains  right  of  way.  I  am  a  member  of  our  350  family  Charleston  Meadows  Association. 
These  are  my  comments  and  not  an  official  statement  from  the  Charleston  Meadows  Association. 
The  Caltrain  right  of  way  borders  our  community.  We  have  two  grade  crossings  in  close 
proximity.  One  is  at  West  meadow.  The  other  is  at  Charleston.  _ 


Speaking  as  someone  very  directly  affected  by  the  HST  proposal,  I  want  to 
submit  for  the  record  that  the  entire  "scoping  meeting"  had  the  flavor  of  a 
"done  deal"  with  a  dog  and  pony  show  provided  to  bring  us  on  board  by 
creating  an  illusion  of  community  participation  in  design  decisions. 


#7 


At  the  time  of  the  public  vote  in  November,  there  were  several  engineering 

proposals,  and  the  documents  provided  at  that  time  emphasized  that  there 

would  be  little  to  no  displacement  of  current  roads  or  buildings  because  the 

right  of  way  would  not  require  much  change.  I  studied  the  one  picture 

provided  in  the  document  that  purported  to  depict  a  typical  grade  crossing 

along  the  peninsula.  Given  the  tenor  of  the  meeting  on  Thursday,  I  feel 

that  that  picture  was  quite  misleading.  I'd  like  a  response  directly  from 

you  about  how  much  wider  you  will  have  to  make  the  right  of  way  at  the  West 

Meadow,  Charleston  and  Churchill  grade  crossings  to  accommodate  the  four 

track  system.  You  have  this  information,  or  you  should  have.  If  you  do  not 

have  it  at  this  stage  of  things,  then  the  document  you  provided  to  us  as 

voters  in  November  was  a  an  exercise  in  disingenuousness.  In  my  opinion,  you  are 

obligated  to  share  this  information  as  part  of  the  scoping  process  for  the 

EIR. 


7>*-S  (&*»  1-7 
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T-5C  £73 


I  for  one  am  completely  opposed  to  the  idea  of  replacing  grade  crossings  by 
elevating  the  trains  to  tunnel  the  road  under  the  tracks.lt  was  stated,  on 
Thursday,  that  elevations  need  to  start  about  a  mile  before  a  crossing.  By 
my  of  reckoning,  unless  several  streets  are  closed,  that  would  mean  a 
continuous  elevation  from  about  Menlo  Park  to  South  Palo  Alto.  (Are  we 
talking  about  a  raised  bridgework  structure  or  would  earth  be  brought  in  to  create 
the  elevation  for  the  new  tracks?)  In  any  case,  this  would  create  a  noisy 
eyesore  dividing  our  cities.  I  know  you  say  that  the  new  trains  will  be 
quieter.  However,  2  tracks  will  still  be  carrying  old  Caltrain  local 
trains  and  freight  trains.  The  noise  from  these  will  have  no  buffers  if 
they  are  elevated  above  all  natural  barriers.  If  you  elevate  the  tracks, 
would  you  also  be  creating  a  sound  barrier/wall  all  along  the  right  of  way? 

Shall  we  be  replacing  our  Palo  Alto  Greenery  with  cinder  block? 


#2  6'a/jL 
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A  far  less  intrusive  solution,  as  far  as  I'm  concerned,  would  be  trenching 
the  train  tracks  altogether.  The  roads  could  stay  at  grade  level 
maintaining  our  present  access  east-west  across  the  right  of  way.  My  only 
concern  with  this  solution  is  whether  vibrations  from  the  trains,  especially 
the  older  Caltrain  trains  and  the  freights,  would  become  a  nuisance  to 
neighboring  residents,  and  whether  the  digging  or  the  operating  of  the 
trains  in  the  trench  might  shake  neighboring  homes  enough  to  cause  damage 
including  cracks  and  foundation  issues  that  might  make  them  more  seismicly 
vulnerable. 


#2  Tz-ffttLioy 


Finally,  I  would  like  the  names  of  the  officials  who  would  be 
responsible  for  compensating  those  residents  who  will  be  displaced 
temporarily  or  permanently.  I  would  also  like  the  names  of  those 
officials  who  would  be  responsible  for  providing  support  to  those  of  us  who 
might  choose  to  or  need  to  leave  the  neighborhood  due  to  the  environmental 
impact  of  this  construction. 


#7 

(j>, 


I  understand  that  ultimately,  if  I  am  uncomfortable  with  the  process  or 
the  proposal,  I  can  vote  against  the  project  all  together.  Please 
understand,  that  this  is  not  my  first  choice.  However,  unless  I  have  access 
to  full  and  accurate  information  and  unless  our  community  has  the 
opportunity  to  work  with  you  around  community  environmental  priorities,  you 
might  force  me  to  withdraw  my  support  for  the  project. 


tt  7 


I  will  be  forwarding  this  to  the  Charleston  Meadows  Association.  I  expect 
you  will  hear  from  many  of  us. 


If  \[  G»  -uJ 


Sincerely, 
Hinda  G.  Sack 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  Hinda  Sack  [hindas2@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Sunday,  April  05,  2009  10:47  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Fwd:  "San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


I  neglected  to  identify  myself  when  I  first  sent  this  out  to  you. 


This  are  my  scoping  questions  per  the  High  Speed  Rail  along  the  Caltrain  Right  of  Way 


comments@hsr.ca.  gov 


"San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST" 


1.  Iam  opposed  to  an  elevated  track(s)  running  along  the  Caltrain  Right  of  Way  in  Palo  Alto.  However,  since 
the  PISRA  has  provisionally  set  forth  an  elevated  alternative  in  its  program  document  during  the  community 
outreach  and  scoping  sessions,  I  am  requesting  that  the  HSRA  provide  the  following  as  part  of  the 
environmental  impact  of  such  a  structure: 


gJUlW'  I 


a)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  examine  the  environmental  impact  of  the  visual  clutter  of  an  elevated  system  in 
neighborhoods  of  one  story  dwellings.  Some  of  these  neighborhoods  have  historical  status.  I  would  expect 
that  the  evaulation  of  such  impact  to  include  realistic  mock-ups  of  the  elevated  alternative  including  catemary 
and  trains  with  pantographs.  I  request  that  the  level  of  environmental  impact  be  evaluated  by  an  advisory  board 
made  up  of  representatives  of  the  affected  communities. 


b)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  conduct  scientifically  designed  studies  on  the  noise  that  will  be  generated  along  the 
corridor  so  that  the  communities  affected  will  be  able  to  evaluate  the  environmental  impact  of  an  elevated  train 
traveling  at  120  mph  combined  with  freight,  baby  bullets  from  Caltrain  and  Caltrain  local  trains.  I  would  like 
the  HSRA  to  present  its  data  on  the  experience  of  people  living  near  such  tracks.  Such  data  should  include  the 
experience  of  the  environmental  impact  at  different  distances  from  the  train  as  well  as  the  effect  of  a  sound  wall. 


A 


c)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  conduct  or  make  available  scientifically  designed  studies  to  determine  the  amount  of 
debris/dust  and  other  particulate  matter  (grease,  oil)  generated  along  the  route  as  trains  pass  at  high  speeds 
through  the  neighborhood. 

d)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  identify  the  source  of  funds  for  maintaining  the  right  of  way,  deodorizing  and  cleaning 
litter  that  will  inevitably  accumulate  in  underpasses  and  for  removing  graffitti  from  concrete  surfaces.  I  would 
like  the  HSRA  to  clarify  how  affected  communities  might  interact  with  HSRA  to  determine  maintenance 
standards. 


e)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  provide  data  for  us  to  evaluate  the  degree  to  which  vibrations  will  emanate  from  the 
passing  trains  into  the  adjacent  soil  and  homes. 


yvMy2- 
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f)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  elucidate  the  procedure  for  eminent  domain  and  to  identify  all  properties  that  would  be 
subject  to  eminent  domain. 


g)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  elucidate  its  basis  for  evaluating  the  value  of  property  most  immediately  affected  by  the 
structure.  I  request  that  homes  be  valued  prior  to  the  election  in  Nov.  of 2008.  The  impact  of  the  HSR  on 
value  of  property  can  be  measured  by  assessing  the  changes  in  value  of  properites  in  similar  neighborhoods  that 
do  not  abut  the  right  of  way.  If  other  properties  have  gown  down  5%.  for  example,  since  last  November,  but 
the  homes  near  the  right  of  way  have  gone  down  1 5%,  we  can  assign  the  greater  dip  in  value  to  the  effect  of  the 
impending  construction  of  the  HSR.  Will  the  HSRA  appeal  to  the  county  to  lower  property  taxes  for  those 
owners  whose  proterties  lose  value? 

h)  Some  homeowners  in  the  affected  areas  have  applied  Prop  60  or  Prop  90  in  the  purchase  of  their  homes.  I 
want  the  HSRA  to  set  aside  funds,  or  move  to  create  legislation,  as  part  of  its  powers  of  eminent  domain  to 
extend  a  one  time  exception  to  the  one  time  rule  for  those  homeowners  who  must  sell  because  they  cannot 
tolerate  the  environmental  impact  of  the  PISR  structure.  I  want  the  HSRA  to  make  its  intentions  relative  to  this 
item  explicit. 


i)  I  expect  that  the  HSRA  will  back  up  all  its  claims  about  environmental  impacts  with  hard  data.  As  the  HSR 
has  stated,  there  are  other  HSR  systems  in  the  world.  I  expect  you  will  present  us  with  real  data  collected  from 
impact  studies,  not  just  the  HSRA's  subjective  assessment  that  a  particular  feature  of  the  project  will  have 
minimal  impact.  This  was  one  of  the  more  startling  and  unsettling  components  of  the  plan  document. 


=M 


j)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  specify  how  much  money  will  be  set  aside  for  reimbursement  of  property  owners  whose 
property  suffers  damage  over  time  from  the  environmental  impact  of  the  railway. 


C  u. 


k)  I  want  the  HSRA  to  specify  how  it  will  reimburse  property  owners  who  are  temporarily  dislocated  due  to  the 
disruptive  effects  of  the  construction.  How  will  homeowners  who  can  not  tolerate  the  noise,  dirt,  interruption  of 
traffic  flow,  etc  of  the  prolonged  construction  be  able  to  access  funds  to  help  them  relocate  temporarity.  Will 
such  homeowners  receive  respite  from  paying  property  taxes. 


H 


2.  Because  the  elevated  alternative  for  bringing  high  speed  rail  through  Palo  Alto  is  likely  to  pose  the  most 
severe  environmental  impacts  I  am  requesting  that  the  HSRA  make  its  highest  priority  the  investigation  of  the 
feasibility  of  all  alternate  solutions  to  an  elevated  system.  These  include:  1)  tunneling,  2)  trenching,  3)  cut  and 
cover,  4)  at  grade. 

For  each  of  the  above  alternatives  I  request  that  the  HSRA  present  the  same  data  and  information  as  I 
have  requested  in  (a)  through  (k)  above. 

3.  1  am  requesting  that  the  HSRA  present  the  credentials  of  all  consultants  hired  by  the  authority  and  a  list  of 
their  previous  collaborations  with  members  of  the  HSRA  and  Caltrain.  I  request  that  no  consultants  hired 
during  the  project  document  phase  be  employed  during  the  construction  phase.  This  would  eliminate  the 
appearance  of  bias  from  the  expert  consultants  who  might  otherwise  be  seen  as  recommending  construction 
alternatives  that  they  are  then  hired  to  execute. 

4.  I  am  requesting  that  the  HSRA  provide  the  public  with  the  data  to  understand  the  basis  for  the  design 
features  it  sets  out  in  the  project  level  document.  Each  of  these  features  will  have  its  own  environmental 
impacts.  Each  choice  will  represent  trade  offs  among  construction  and  operational  efficiencies,  costs  and 
environmental  impacts.  For  the  public  to  be  able  to  work  collaboratively  with  the  HSRA  and  Caltrain,  we  must 
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know  the  values  assigned  to  the  various  trade  offs. 


Hinda  G.  Sack 
4104  Park  Blvd. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Roger  Sack  [resack@comcastnet] 
Saturday,  April  04,  2009  12:41  AM 
HSR  Comments 

PubLic  Comments  to  the  CHSRA 


CHSRA: 

I  favor  HSR  in  Caltrain  Corridor  if  the  following  criteria  are  met: 


"1 


1.  The  trench  or  tunnel  option  is  adopted  through  Palo  Alto  and  other  predominantly 
residential  areas 


2  No  HSR  station  in  Palo  Alto.  Our  community  will  be  negatively  affected  by  an  HSR  stop 


We  must  oppose  he  further  "Manhattanization"  of  Palo  Alto. 


-A  -s 


3.  Should  the  HSRA  reject  the  trench/tunnel  plan,  then  the  City  should  support  "no  build  in 
the  Caltrain  corridor. 


4.  Separately,  the  Caltrain  Electrification  Program  calls  for  a  significant  increase  in  the 
number  of  trains  in  the  corridor  without  indicating  plans  for  grade  separation.  At  certain 
hours  trains  will  pass  every  three  minutes 


Although  the  trains  will  operate  at  just  under  the  statutory  limit  of  80  miles  per  hour, 
over  which  grade  separation  is  required,  the  increase  in  train  frequency  will  result  in  great 
inconvenience. 


2. 


NO 

.  Af' 
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The  increased  number  of  trains  should  itself  necessitate  grade  separation. 


Best  regards, 

Roger  E.  Sack 
Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:46  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Ashok  Sadrozinski  [mailto:ashokfw@pacbell.net] 
Sent:  Friday,  February  27,  2009  8:59  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


JL 
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The  proposed  high-speed  rail  (HSR)  system  will  have  major  adverse  noise,  safety,  aesthetic,  and  traffic  impacts  \ 
on  communities  along  the  San  Francisco  peninsula  corridor.  Mitigation  of  negative  impacts  to  peninsula Cj 
communities  means  undergrounding  the  HSR  system  along  the  peninsula,  and  limiting  the  number  of  HSR  I 
stations  along  this  route.  '  '  1 


U 


Undergrounding  Caltrain  and  the  HSR  addresses  many  of  the  noise,  aesthetic,  and  safety  concerns  along  the~A  U.vJerao-'-A 
peninsula,  and  represents  a  progressive  design  that  integrates  public  transit  more  fully  with  affected  \ 


communities.  Under  the  current  HSR  Authority  proposal,  an  elevated  series  of  tracks  perched  atop  a  74  foot — ' 
wide  raised  berm  (higher  than  the  Berlin  wall!)  would  divide  cities,  require  building  large  concrete  structures'^,, 
and  grade  separations  at  each  intersection,  potentially  result  in  property  seizure  through  eminent  domain^i^ev^FiL*-^' 
increase  noise  next  to  schools  such  as  Palo  Alto  High  School  that  abut  the  right-of-way,  and  require  cuttingly 
down  mature  trees.  Undergrounding  Caltrain  and  HSR  would  remove  unsightly  train  tracks  and  surrounding! 
blight  from  view.  With  the  train  underground,  each  community  might  decide  how  to  use  the  land  above  , 

train:  walkable  neighborhoods,  variety  in  housing  &  commercial  environments,  and  a  strong  open  corridor  or  M’-)-  )l 

green  spine. 


HSR  stations  should  be  limited  along  the  peninsula,  as  local  transit  and  high  speed  rail  serve  different  „ 

populations.  HSR  is  designed  to  provide  high-speed  regional  transit,  and  as  such  should  only  stop  at  SFO 

between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco.  From  SFO,  HSR  commuters  could  connect  to  other  Bay  Area  cities  *  f 


through  existing  transit  infrastructure.  Thank  you  for  giving  these  issues  and  their  effects  on  our  community  due 
consideration. 


/ 


‘v.fk  d-u/ 


Ashok  Sadrozinski 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:47  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  high  speed  rail  and  Caitrain  corridor 


From:  Shaila  Sadrozinski  [mailto:sadro@pacbeil.net] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  26,  2009  11:52  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  high  speed  rail  and  Caitrain  corridor 


1  am  FOR  public  transportation  and  high-speed  rail:  however.  I  think  the  current  proposal  for  HSR  hasn't  _ 

been  thought  through  realistically.  Why  cannot  the  decision  to  use  the  Caitrain  Corridor  along  (act  --4- 
tllg  peninsula  be  revisited?  Y ou  can't  have  long-distance  trains  zooming  through  populated  areas.,  above— j 
or  underground.  In  Europe,  where  they’ve  had  HSR  for  many  years,  they  avoid  going  through  cities.  They  keep] 
to  the  outskirts  ot  cities  and  tend  to  go  whenever  possible  through  the  countryside,  with  large  parking  facilities 
and/or  connecting  up  with  local  transportation.  If  they  have  to  get  near  urban  areas,  they  slow  clown.  (This 
defeats  the  purpose  of  the  "high  speed"-  might  as  well  stick  to  the  current  or  improved  Caitrain  "baby  bullet" 
trains.)  You  can't  combine  the  commuter  train  Caitrain  with  the  high-speed  long-distance  train  on  the  same  — 
corridor.  The  high-speed  train  should  go  along  lOland  make  at  most  only  one  stop  between  San  Jose  and  SarTI^'^ 


Francisco,  at  SFO  airport.  There,  there  should  be  adequate  parking  and  convenient  transfer  to  the  lo 
commuter  trains. 

Shaila  Sadrozinski.  resident  of  Palo  Alto 


1 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21 , 2009  2:58  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


■w-iirr 


From:  Mia  Salaverry  [mailto:mia.salaverry@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:52  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  whom  it  may  concern, 


I  am  aware  that  the  "project  level"  environmental  review  process  is  just  starting  and  any  comments  that  I  and 
other  members  of  the  public  send  in  will  be  included,  and  responded  to,  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Report. 


Please  include  the  following  in  your  report. 


* 


I  am  writing  this  letter  to  express  very  strong  objection  to  the  proposed  grade-level  plan  for  the  high  speed  traii| 
system,  through  the  Peninsula  corridor,  north  of  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco. 


I  live  in  the  Southgate  neighborhood  of  Palo  Alto,  on  Mariposa  Avenue,  in  a  home  that  will  either  be 
demolished  or  severely  impacted  by  construction  that  is  in  line  with  the  current  plan.  Obviously,  1  have  a  reasjon 
to  be  gravely  concerned.  I  stand  to  lose  my  home  and  a  neighborhood  I  love.  Even  if  my  home  is  not  tom  do 
the  proposed  wall  will  end  mere  feet  from  my  bedroom  window,  destroying  my  garden,  making  my  backyarc) 
unusable,  and  decimating  a  line  of  homes  and  gardens  the  block  long. .  .and  that’s  just  in  my  neighborhood, 
other  words,  even  if  I  retain  my  home  it  stands  to  be  so  drastically  altered  that  is  barely  livable. 


It  is  true  that  I  voted  in  favor  of  high  speed  rail  in  California.  However,  in  voting  “yes”  I  made  what  now  j 
appears  to  have  been  an  erroneous  assumption.  I  believed  what  any  reasonable  person  would,  that  planning  ior^  ^  r- 
the  train’s  route  through  the  state  would  avoid  densely  populated  areas,  that  no  route  would  be  considered  that  Awl 
unduly  compromised  any  city’s  integrity  -  its  symmetry  and  cohesion.  I  never  guessed  that  the  HSRA  would  ' 
consider  viable  a  route  through  the  center  of  long-standing  communities  such  as  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and 
Atherton,  along  one  of  the  Peninsula’s  most  vibrant  corridors.  In  fact,  I  am  outraged  at  this. 


Building  the  high  speed  rail  below  grade,  at  grade,  or  on  an  elevated  berm  along  the  current  Caltrain  track  as  ij /L 

.  sffrJMS 


currently  being  considered,  will  min  the  value  of  our  property  on  Mariposa  Avenue  in  Southgate  and  wreck 


1-5C  57? 
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havoc  on  our  lives.  Our  house  is  our  only  investment.  If  its  value  plummets  we  lose  the  major  portion  of  our 
retirement.  Like  many  neighbors  especially  up  and  down  Mariposa  Avenue,  we  are  not  wealthy  Silicon  Valley 
business  people.  In  our  case,  we  are  respectively  a  grade  school  teacher  and  a  therapist  and  worked  very  hard  to 
buy  our  house  here.  We  raised  our  child  in  this  neighborhood  and  delight  that  others  wish  to  do  so,  as  well. 


^"7 


What  is  probably  more  important  is  that  neighborhoods  such  as  ours  in  Southgate  count  for  something 
something  intangible.  They  are  integral  to  the  quality  of  life.  As  it  is  currently  proposed  through  the  San  Josd 


San  Francisco  corridor  the  high  speed  rail  will  destroy  the  quality  of  countless  neighborhoods.  Ultimately  it  will1 


have  a  devastating  effect  on  all  of  Palo  Alto  dividing  it  in  two  with  what  will  in  effect  be  a  ‘Berlin  Wall’ 
separating  east  from  west. 


There  are  viable  alternatives!  Consider  them  long  and  hard  before  you  destroy  cities  and  neighborhoods 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Mrinmoy  Sanyal 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  \ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  theirc  ^  ’ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^  ..  * 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  $4 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  ^  \?iO 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ' 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Mrinmoy  Sanyal 

724  Arastradero  Road  #  206  Palo 

Alto  94306 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Scott  Saslow  [scottsaslow@execsight.com] 
Tuesday,  March  31,  2009  9:36  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hello:  I  wanted  to  offer  feedback  on  the  HST  as  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  who  is  living  about  100  yards  from  the 
tracks. 


I'd  like  to  see  us  all  give  serious  consideration  to  not  elevating  the  tracks  as  some  propose,  as  that  will 
contribute  to  1)  air  pollution  2)  noise  pollution  and  3)  visual  pollution  (it  would  be  very  ugly). 


PiQ 


Instead,  the  tunneling  option  should  be  pursued.  This  addresses  all  three  of  the  options,  and  would  result  in  the 
least  disruption  to  the  homeowners  along  the  tracks. 


|  2- 


Right  down  the  street  from  me,  Castellija  School  just  put  in  a  completely  underground  gym  that  goes  down 
several  levels.  Going  sub-terrain  is  a  great  feasible  option  that  preserves  our  community. 


As  another  creative  option,  perhaps  the  train  should  end  in  San  Jose,  and  not  go  all  the  way  to  SF.  We  do  have  ~~\ 
Caltrain  already,  with  some  bullet  trains,  and  perhaps  this  would  eliminate  the  need  to  even  consider  going 


through  the  SF-  San  Jose  corridor. 


Many  thanks  for  your  consideration. 


_2= 
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Regards, 

Scott 


Scott  Saslow 
Executive  Director 
The  Institute  of 
Executive  Development 
www.ExecSiqht.com 
+  1  (650)  326-5202 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Maggie  Saunders  [madaca@stanford.edu] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  2:50  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


To  Whom  it  May  Concern  at  the  High  Speed  Rail  Project: 


LZ’pnZZ'8  *!!  regar?  the  !!lgh  speed  rail  line  that  is  proposed  to  run  from  San  3ose  to 
San  Francisco  basically  through  my  master 

bedroom  and  garage.  That  we  are  even  in  this  position  is 

DUb5sh1a11Tr!nhfh0L,ld^aVe  8  th3t  W°Uld  haVe  reqUired  the  hi8h  sPeed  rail  group  ti 
to  th^vote  to  ^  gatlVe  asPects  of  the  construction  and  implementation  of  the  plan  prior9 

approve  it.  I  know  that  there  is  noone  in  my  neighborhood  who  would 
have  voted  to  approve  the  high  speed  rail  line  if  they  had  known  what 
we  know  today.  The  neighborhood  of  Ventura  in  Palo  Alto  has 

tracked  thpd^m Vely  *th  CalTPain  °V6r  the  years  as  they  have  exPanded  a"d  proved  the 
tracks  and  the  rail  service.  .  .  namely  because  CalTrain  has  always  been  upfront/ honest  and 

incorporated  the  needs  of  the  people  living  in  the  area  into  the  solutions  that  they 

have  adopted.  The  high  speed  rail  system  is  an  attempt  to  railroad 

the  neighborhoods  into  giving  up  and  lying  down  on  the  tracks  so  to 

speak.  Several  times  I  have  asked  the  simple  question  of  what  will  i 

appen  to  my  house  to  the  officials  of  the  high  speed  rail  program  --  each  and  everytime  thii 
simple  question  has  been  ignored.  .  .  as  if  I  have  no  right  to  know  how  this  projecT wi 11 M 
affect  me  and  my  household.  J 


^7  IA: 
M£ircfWf>^ 
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I  am  a  single  mother  with  three  kids  who  has  worked  extremely  hard  to  buy  a  house  in  Palo - 

he-5h5aJ?St  h°U!e  in  Pal°  Alt0  has  been  home  for  mV  children  for  almost  eight  years 

all  of°thpGd  t^eTahlta  3  b3Se  3nd  PlaCe  f°r  Christmas>  Birthdays,  parties  with  Friends  etc 
--  all  of  their  childhood  memories  are  in  this  house  and  now  the  high  speed  rail  group 

proposes  to  gust  bulldoze  our  homes  and  backyards  to  make  room  for  the  tracks.  In  addition  4 
all  of  my  net  worth  was  in  my  house  .  .  .  even  since  the  high  speed  rail  project  was  *1  Mo 

that>nCpiea^  Zll**™*  °f  h°me  haS  plummeted*  Who  is  going  to  reimburse  me  for  /  T? 

that.  Please  ask  yourself  how  you  would  feel  if  you  were  being  forced  to  give  up  three  — J 

C  n-f  v/mm  X _ _  _ 1_U  .  -  . . .  °  o 


quarters  of  your  net  worth  for  a  public  initiative?  While  tunneling  the  tracks  underground - 

ES  jS  “toelSTe^'g^r  thiS  SOlUtl°n  the  h0Pe  °f  Preseming  W  -1 

behind  the  rail  plan.  In  my  mind  there  is  only  one  solution  --  only  ^ 

H°n°irS  !rry°r;S  PightS . the  elevated  tracks  and  widening  of  the 

thf  HaLc  n-F  C  d  dr0l^hing  0f  h°mes)  are  n0t  reasonable  solutions  because  they  disregard 
far  SS  tr?4  ?oer!r  tbe/nterest  others-  The  °"ly  solution  that  has  been  proposed  so 
fwi  1  In  respond  to  everyone  s  concerns  is  the  tunneling  of  the  tracks  underground,  i 

*nrtythi  8  1  Can  t0.prevent  the  othep  solutions  from  coming  to  pass  including  joining! 
moment  d  ly  campaigning  against  the  high  speed  rail  initiative  at  every  possible  § 


*= 1 

15 Mm 


Now  to  conclude  this  letter  I  will  ask  one  more  time  --  I  live  at 

3633  Park  Blvd  in  the  Ventura  neighborhood  in  Palo  Alto  --  please  tell  me  what  will  hannen  tn 
our  home  under  all  of  the  scenarios  that  have  been  publicized  and  when.  PP 

1  reaJ1^®  that  thlre  has  not  been  a  decision  yet,  however,  I  would  like  to  know  the  range  of 
possibilities  with  which  I  am  faced.  8 


Sincerely, 


-H?  'msmd 


L-5C  3S/ 


Margaret  B.  Saunders 
650-996-5683 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Tom  Sawyer  [tomsawyerinsanjose@gmail.com] 

Wednesday,  March  25:  2009  7:04  PM 
HSR  Comments 

EIR  Questions  for  High  Speed  Rail  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco 


1)  One  of  the  proposed  environmental  benefits  for  HSR  is  that  it  will  reduce  the  transportation  carbon  footprint.  f4-  l  (Swi'ly 
HSR  folks  are  claiming  it  is  1/5  the  emissions  of  a  car  and  l/3rd  of  an  airplane.  However,  technologies  change 

and  this  claim  cannot  be  validated  without  comparable  estimates  for  electrical  usage  of  HSR  -  particularly  so 
when  its  usage  is  during  the  more  usage-contrained  daytime.  _ 

An  estimate  of  KW/hour/passenger-mile  would  certainly  help  validate/disprove  this  claim.  _ j 

2)  What  provisions  would  be  taken  to  protect  the  track  from  terrorists?  The  French  TGV  has  had  more  than  onej  ^  I  -^Ml 
threat  made  against  it. 


3)  What  is  the  projected  percentage  of  passengers  that  would  switch  from  using  the  San  Jose  Airport  to  HSR;  ~j  $  6 
same  for  SFO  and  LAX?  -J 


4)  At  the  February  pre-EIR  meeting  we  were  told  that  the  $50  ticket  to  LA  that  was  quoted  in  election  materials  if  S’  (&jj~ 
was  not  based  on  any  cost-recovery  model,  but  was  derived  by  dividing  the  current  airfare  in  half.  What  are  the 
projected  ticket  costs.  —i ' 


5)  What  are  the  projected  passenger  profile  percentages  -  business  person,  couples,  families  with  2  or  more  'l^l 
children?  Will  families  really  take  it  to  Disneyland  or  will  it  be  a  business  train? 


6)  How  will  the  loss  of  property  values  for  folks  near  the  right-of-way  be  assessed? 

7)  What  can  be  done  to  avoid  dividing  neighborhoods? 

8)  Can  a  speed  and  noise  profile  be  provided  for  the  route  from  San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles? 

Tom  Sawyer 
1507  Shasta  Avenue 
San  Jose  CA  95126 


^  -k-J 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Steve  Schlenker  [Steve@dncapital.com] 

Friday,  April  03,  2009  6:41  PM 
HSR  Comments 

proposed  high  speed  rail  and  implications  for  Palo  Alto 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


I  am  writing  to  express  some  initial  views  and  concerns  regarding  the  proposal  for  high  speed  rail  running 
between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose  as  part  of  the  route  through  to  Los  Angeles. 


lam  generally  a  proponent  of  the  high  speed  rail,  particularly  as  it  is  part  of  the  electrification  of  the  rail  system 
through  CalTran,  which  should  reduce  some  of  the  noise  from  the  existing  system.  I  live  about  1 50-200  feet 
10m  the  rail  tracks,  just  West  of  Emerson  Road,  and  the  current  noise  is  quite  high,  so  electrification  should 


However,  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  having  the  tracks  be  elevated  as  opposed  to  buried,  for  the  following 
reasons:  & 


^  ™dai?8hper  attends  Pal°  A,t0  HlSh  School.  Many  of  her  friends  ride  their  bikes  together,  and  it  will  be 
difticuh  if  not  impossible  to  provide  as  safe  a  path  to  the  school  for  her,  her  friends,  and  all  the  other 
children  who  live  East  of  Alma  to  get  to  the  school  as  they  currently  have.  Also,  the  tracks  will  have  to 
run  parallel  to  the  school  sports  ground,  if  there  are  2  new  tracks,  and  will  have  to  remove  part  of  the 
sports  ground  m  order  to  accommodate  4-6  tracks  (or  Alma  Road  would  need  to  reduce  to  1  lane  which 
would  cause  safety  problems  and  enormous  congestion  problems).  Many  studies  in  Europe  show  that 
close  proximity  to  high  levels  of  ambient  noise  has  a  detrimental  effect  on  education  and  learning  I 
would  challenge  the  High  Speed  Rail  commission  to  find  one  implementation  globally  of  high  speed  rail 

as  close  to  a  1 5-1 8  year  old  educational  facility  as  the  HSR  would  need  to  be  relative  to  Palo  Alto  High 
School.  b 


'Ms? 

(& 
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(2)  Having  lived  for  12  years  from  late  1995  through  2008  in  England,  including  5  years  in  close  proximity  (100  yards 
away)  to  raised  rails,  lean  say  that  crime  is  definitely  higher  near  elevated  rail  tracks,  property  values  are 

weaithiolt  WeL !nd  (vat;ancy  rates  are  much  h'9her  This  was  in  Kew  Gardens  and  Richmond,  some  of  the 

wealthiest  parts  of  Greater  London,  so  it  has  a  direct  correlation  with  the  Palo  Alto  -  Menlo  Park  -  Atherton 
residential  area. 


b 
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(3)  AfnDelfV^?d  X[f?k  Y°U'd  fUrther  iSOlate  the  sections  of  Pal°  Alt0  between  El  Camino  Real  and  Alma  from  the  rest  -  l  ' 
t°h  rwn^t0nn,We  ?***  568  *1  l6SS  °f friends  who  are  geographically  closer  because  of  the  limTted  cross Zgl  rjtrx, 

this  would  only  get  worse,  and  the  same  situation  applies  for  businesses  located  on  the  West  side  of  the  tracks’. 

Francean^Germany  Vat6d  f°r ^  electrified  line- is  substantia|.  again  based  on  my  experiences  in  ^  €j" 


(4) 


(5)  A  submerged  line  will  enable  the  community  to  be  more  united,  increasing  property  values  on  both  sides  of  the  ^  ^  ^ 
track  and  bringing  Palo  Alto  residents  closer  not  only  to  each  other  but  to  the  Stanford  community  ' 


I,-1™  thf  C°St  diffe/en!ial  ls  substantial  between  elevated  and  submerged  tracks.  Therefore  my  proposal  is  that  1 
he  HSR  allow  for  private  funding  of  the  incremental  cost  of  submerging  the  tracks,  in  exchange  for  a  999  year  leasehold 
to  those  private  funders  of  the  land  and  air  rights  over  the  tracks.  My  estimate  is  that  the  total  funding  would  be  $1  2-$2  4  VPU£ 

n :  K S  T  betW.een  Purlir:9ame  and  San  J0Se  ($4°-80  mi,,ion  Per  mi,e  increment  fa 

grade).  The  destruction  of  property  values  for  a  non-submerged  track  would  be  in  the  range  of  $12-15  billion  (60  000  ^ 

homes,  average  value  $1  million,  20-25%  value  destruction).  However,  the  value  of  the  land  and  air  r“vir  wha? 


& 
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I  am  available  to  speak  further  on  this  subject  -  my  phone  number  is  650-561-4825. 


itw  ^-c 


VMSJZ 
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Sl 


Best, 


tfcMN 

^rec/D 


Steve  Schlenker 
135  Seale  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
(Home) 


228  Hamilton  Avenue,  3rd  Floor 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
(Work) 


- Information  from  ESET  NOD32  Antivirus,  version  of  virus  signature  database  3985  (20090403) 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Schneider  Stephen  A  [stephenas@mindspring.com] 

Friday,  April  03,  2009  4:20  PM 

HSR  Comments  ,  ^  .  ...... 

Nadler  Coaching  and  Consulting  and  Consulting  Coaching;  Southgate  Neighborhood  Watch 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


importance: 


High 


Deal-  HSR  Staff  and  Committee  Members, 

I  am  writing  to  add  my  input  the  the  many  voices  that  have  already  weighed  in  on  the  issue  of  the  proposed 
elevated  High  Speed  Rail  system  through  the  Peninsula,  and  in  particular  through  Palo  Alto  where  I  live.  I 
would  like  to  go  on  record  as  one  who  does  not  oppose  HSR  from  SF  to  LA  -  but  in  sensitive  areas  where  the 
HSR  would  cut  through  and  drastically  alter  residential  communities  it  should  run  underground. 


JU 

tA^6R6^oUsjD 
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I  would  like  to  refer  you  to  a  book  called:  The  Power  Broker:  Robert  Moses  and  the  Fall  of  New  York,  by 
Robert  A.  Caro,  1975.  This  book  is  most  instructive  of  what  happens  to  cities,  neighborhoods  and  communities 
when  massive  projects  are  built  that  cut  off  one  area  of  a  city  or  community  from  another  -  it  resulted  in  tragic 
unintended  consequences.  In  Robert  Moses'  day,  it  was  major  freeways  that  cut  communities  into  separated 
elements;  in  the  present  instance  it  is  the  proposed  plan  for  the  "elevated"  HSR.  Nonetheless,  the  same  issue  is 
at  stake  and  a  similar  result  will  occur  in  this  instance  if  you  go  through  with  your  elevated  plan.  The  added  cost 
to  tunnel,  or  cut  and  cover,  in  the  overall  scope  of  things  is  small  compared  to  the  massive  legal  and  civil  protest 
delays  you  are  going  to  experience  if  you  try  to  force  a  Robert  Moses  solution  on  us. 


JL, 
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COSTS' 


Another  good  example  of  what  happens  to  well  meaning  projects  that  are  forced  on  communities  from  folks 
who  do  not  live  in  the  affected  communities,  can  be  see  in  the  Devil's  Slide  project.  A  four  (4)  lane  highway 
project  over  Montara  Mountain  on  the  San  Mateo  Coast  was  proposed  by  California  engineers  more  than  30 
years  ago  to  solve  the  problem  of  continuing  rock  slides  from  Montara  mountain  onto  the  road  bed  and  the 
sinking  roadway  underneath  the  current  road.  That  community  was  quite  a  lot  smaller  and  less  well  heeled  and 
less  powerfully  connected  than  the  communities  you  are  proposing  to  carve  up  with  your  elevated  HSR,  and  yet 
the  project  was  in  limbo  for  3  decades  until  finally  the  State  conceded  and  agreed  to  tunnel  through  Montara 
mountain  -  that  work  is  going  forward  as  I  write  and  is  scheduled  to  be  completed  within  another  1 8  months  or 
so  at  a  massively  inflated  cost  to  what  it  would  have  cost  if  the  State  engineers  hadn't  dug  in  their  heels  and 
turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the  community  concerns.  And,  everyone  is  happy  with  the  final  outcome!  Wouldn't  you  like 
to  be  heros  rather  than  viewed  as  villains?  If  I  was  in  your  shoes,  I  certainly  would  -  and  it  is  easy  for  you  to  be 
heroes.  I  voted  for  the  HSR  in  principal  -  the  actual  route  was  not  advertised  and  unless  you  were  a  policy 
wonk,  which  I  am  not,  you  wouldn’t  have  dug  deep  into  the  documents  to  find  that  information. 
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So,  I  urge  you  to  seriously  consider  my  input: 

1)  the  lawsuits  have  already  begun, 

2)  your  battle  has  been  fought  before  with  disastrous  consequences  in  terms  of  costs,  delays  and  lost 

opportunities,  . 

3)  I  submit  to  you  that  it  would  be  cheaper  to  tunnel  or  cut  and  cover  in  order  to  put  the  entire  HSR 
underground  when  it  is  traveling  through  residential  communities  and  other  sensitive  areas  than  for  you  to  move 
forward  with  an  elevated  plan, 

4)  If  the  British  can  channel  -  and  that  was  a  massive  undertaking  -  American  engineers  can  tunnel  and  figure  / 
out  how  to  overcome  the  myriad  issues  engineers  will  likely  confront. 


1^oV£>L 
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You  have  a  choice.  The  less  obtrusive  choice,  the  less  damaging  choice,  the  LESS  COSTLY  CHOICE  in  time 
and  money  and  angst  on  all  sides,  is  to  decide  now  to  tunnel.  One  of  our  City  Councilmen  has  even  come  up 
with  a  plan  that  might  help  partially  defray  the  extra  cost.  Wouldn’t  you  prefer  to  work  with  us  and  have  our 
support  than  to  fight  us? 


Ji 

Scopes  4 


Thank  you  for  seriously  considering  my  input. 

All  the  Best, 

Steve 


Stephen  A.  Schneider 
1631  Castilleja  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306-1003 
(650)  323-1634 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  HSR  along  Caltrain  line  SF  to  San  Jose 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Schreiber,  Robert  Samuel  [mailto:rob. schreiber@hp.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:35  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  Penny  Ellson;  k_schreiber_98@yahoo. com 
Subject:  HSR  along  Caltrain  line  SF  to  San  Jose 

Dear  HSR  Comment  Reader: 


Vilfredo  Pareto  pointed  out  that  a  society  is  in  an  optimum  situation  if  no  group  can  be  made 
happier  or  better  off  without  damaging  another  group. 


Running  high  speed  rail  along  the  Caltrain  tracks  may  have  the  following  impacts  on  the 


thousands  who  live  along  this  corridor: 

--  noise 
--  dust 

--  disrupted  traffic  due  to  added  frequency  of  trains  at  level  crossings 

In  Paris,  the  TGV  runs  UNDERGROUND  through  the  suburbs.  Atop  the  route 
is  a  "coulee  verte"  --a  green  belt  of  parks  and  bike  paths. 

There  are  no  losers  there,  only  winners. 


rxo'ise- 
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It's  not  clear  who  the  winners  will  be  in  HSR  from  SF  to  LA:  not  me. 

I  essentially  never  want  to  travel  from  SF  to  LA.  I  want  to  travel  from  Palo  Alto  to 
Pasadena, 

or  Manhattan  Beach,  or  Joshua  Tree.  In  each  case,  a  flight  on  Southwest  from  San  Jose 
to  either  Burbank,  or  LAX,  or  Palm  Springs  or  Ontario  airports  will  server  me  far  better. 


HSR  is  the  wrong  place  to  spend  money.  For  every  mile  I  travel  between  LA  and  SF  (probably 
800  miles  per  year) 

I  travel  20  miles  (16,000  per  year)  in  my  car  around  the  Bay  Area.  Local  mass  transit  that 
works  is 

a  far  better  way  to  reduce  car  travel  and  improve  peoples  lives.  The  right  thing  for  the 
HSR  commission 

to  do  is  to  allow  that  it  can  declare  itself,  after  serious  consideration  and  not  prejudging 
the  outcome,  the  wrong  thing  at  the  wrong  time. 


So  go  ahead,  make  a  plan.  Just  make  sure  you  put  the  tracks  underground.  As  they  do  in 
civilized  places.  » 

By  the  way,  where  are  you  going  to  put  the  needed  parking  garages?  | 


Sincerely, 


Robert  Schreiber 
Palo  Alto 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  HSR  along  Caltrain  line  SF  to  San  Jose 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Schreiber,  Robert  Samuel  [mailto: rob.schreiber@hp. com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:35  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  Penny  Ellson;  k_schreiber_98@yahoo.com 
Subject:  HSR  along  Caltrain  line  SF  to  San  Jose 

Dear  HSR  Comment  Reader: 


Vilfredo  Pareto  pointed  out  that  a  society  is  in  an  optimum  situation  if  no  group  can  be  made 
happier  or  better  off  without  damaging  another  group. 

•$\ 


Running  high  speed  rail  along  the  Caltrain  tracks  may  have  the  following  impacts  on  the 
thousands  who  live  along  this  corridor: 

--  noise 
--  dust 

--  disrupted  traffic  due  to  added  frequency  of  trains  at  level  crossings 


In  Paris,  the  TGV  runs  UNDERGROUND  through  the  suburbs.  Atop  the  route 
is  a  "coulee  verte"  --  a  green  belt  of  parks  and  bike  paths. 

There  are  no  losers  there,  only  winners. 
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It's  not  clear  who  the  winners  will  be  in  HSR  from  SF  to  LA:  not  me. 

I  essentially  never  want  to  travel  from  SF  to  LA.  I  want  to  travel  from  Palo  Alto  to 
Pasadena, 

or  Manhattan  Beach,  or  Joshua  Tree.  In  each  case,  a  flight  on  Southwest  from  San  Jose 
to  either  Burbank,  or  LAX,  or  Palm  Springs  or  Ontario  airports  will  server  me  far  better. 
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HSR  is  the  wrong  place  to  spend  money. 
800  miles  per  year) 


For  every  mile  I  travel  between  LA  and  SF  (probabll 


I  travel  20  miles  (16,000  per  year)  in  my  car  around  the  Bay  Area, 
works  is 

a  far  better  way  to  reduce  car  travel  and  improve  peoples  lives. 
HSR  commission 


Local  mass  transit  that 
The  right  thing  for  the 


to  do  is  to  allow  that  it  can  declare  itself,  after  serious  consideration  and  not  prejudging 
the  outcome,  the  wrong  thing  at  the  wrong  time.  — - 


So  go  ahead,  make  a  plan.  Just  make  sure  you  put  the  tracks  underground, 
civilized  places. 

By  the  way,  where  are  you  going  to  put  the  needed  parking  garages? 
Sincerely, 


Robert  Schreiber 
Palo  Alto 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Train 


From:  Kathy  Schroeder  [mailto:kathyschroeder@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  8:28  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  High  Speed  Train 


Dear  sirs, 

I  am  writing  to  register  a  protest  against  the  running  of  the  high  speed  train  line  through  the  densely-populated  and  often 
lovely  suburban  neighborhoods  where  CalTrain  runs.  The  slow  CalTrain  trains  are  bad  enough  for  the  schoolkids  and 
pedestrians  negotiating  the  tracks  and  the  cars  and  bikes  running  alongside  it,  but  a  high-speed  train  will  totally  ruin  the 
character  of  the  neighborhood.  In  Palo  Alto,  at  Charleston  Road  particularly,  the  train  crosses  a  major  school  feeder 
street.  The  idea  of  high  speed  rail  running  there  terrifies  me,  and  the  concept  of  the  increased  traffic  and  noise  dismays 
me. 


Please  reconsider  the  route.  The  CalTrain  tracks  run  right  through  the  heart  of  many  cities  on  the  Peninsula.  Please 
don't  send  high  speed  trains  there,  too. 


>fr 


Thank  you, 

Scott  and  Kathy  Schroeder 
410  Adobe  Place 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


-#2  Art 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Carolyn  Schwartz 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ’ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  ^  V 1  ^ 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  , 

Y?‘  ^ 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ‘ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  i$r\  > 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Carolyn  Schwartz 

145  Walter  Hays,  Palo  Alto  94303 

None 

Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Martha  Klein  [martha.klein@mlegalconsulting.com] 

Monday,  January  26,  2009  1:57  PM 
HSR  Comments 

senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov;  peter.drekmeier@cityofpaloalto.org 
No  HSR  through  Palo  Alto  -  PLEASE! 


I  am  writing  to  express  my  opposition  to  the  proposal  to  put  High  Speed  Rail  through  Palo  Alto!!!  \ 

We  Palo  Alto  residents  love  the  serenity  of  our  town  and  its  parks.  The  Southgate  neighborhood  is 
used  my  thousands  of  bikers  and  hikers  -  please  don’t  destroy  its  beauty! 


previ0us|^^ 


If  the  plan  goes  through,  one  of  the  houses  that  would  be  demolished  is  the  house  of  the 
mayor  of  Palo  Alto. 

We  don't  need  to  spend  money  on  another  train  system  when  we  have  Caltrain.  In  this  era  of  limited]  W 
government  resources,  let’s  use  that  money  to  improve  our  health  and  our  schools. 


H  Martha  Sellers  Klein 

Senior  Consultant  |  Partner  and  General  Counsel  Division 

330  Waverley  Street  #1  |  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 

650.321.5867  office  |  650.283.5752  mobile  |  650.321.5170  fax 

www.mlegalconsulling.coin 


The  information  transmitted  is  intended  only  lor  the  person  or  entity  to  which  it  is  addressed  and  may  contain  confidential  and/or  privileged  material.  Any  review, 
retransmission,  dissemination  or  other  use  of,  or  taking  of  any  action  in  reliance  upon,  this  information  by  persons  or  entities  other  than  the  intended  recipient  is 
prohibited.  If  you  received  this  in  error,  please  contact  the  sender  and  delete  the  material  from  any  computer. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Martha  Klein  [martha.klein@mlegalconsulting.com] 
Wednesday,  March  18,  2009  9:21  AM 
HSR  Comments 
NO  on  the  elevated  structure 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

As  a  Palo  Alto  citizen,  I  would  to  express  my  STRONG  OPPOSITION  to  the  proposed  overland  HSR.J#^ 
Please  consider  a  tunnel  -  don’t  destroy  our  beautiful  community!!!!!  J 


Martha  Sellers  Klein 

Senior  Consultant  |  Partner  and  General  Counsel  Division 
Mlegal  Consulting,  Inc. 

330  Waverley  Street  #1  |  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 

650.321.5867  office  |  650.283.5752  mobile  |  650.321.5170  fax 

www.mlcgalconsulting.com 


The  information  transmitted  is  intended  only  for  the  person  or  entity  to  which  it  is  addressed  and  may  contain  confidential  and/or  privileged  material.  Any  review, 
retransmission,  dissemination  or  other  use  of,  or  taking  of  any  action  in  reliance  upon,  this  information  by  persons  or  entities  other  than  the  intended  recipient  is 
prohibited.  If  you  received  tin's  in  error,  please  contact  the  sender  and  delete  the  material  from  any  computer. 
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DATE:  September  18,  1999 


ATTACHMENT  A 


TO:  Ed  Gawf,  Director  of  Planning  and  Community  Environment 

FROM:  Dave  Dockter,  Managing  Arborist,  Planning  Division 

SUBJEC  T :  The  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood  Tree  -  Arborist  Report  and  Appraisal 

PURPOSE:  Respectfully  prepared  for  City  Council  review  as  Attachment  A 
of  the  City  Managers  Report 

ARBORIST  REPORT 

This  report  provides  historic  data  information  for  the  Coast  Redwood  tree  known  as  El  Palo  Alto. 

The  report  has  been  prepared  for  the  purpose  of  providing  City  Council  an  overview  of  the  tree's 
size,  health,  history  and  value  to  the  community,  and  to  enable  an  informed  decision  of  designating 
the  tree  as  City  of  Palo  Alto  Heritage  Tree  #1,  in  addition  to  its  designation  as  California  Historical 
Landmark  No.  2.  — 

LOCATION  OF  THE  TREE  < — 

The  tree  is  located  in  El  Palo  Alto  Park,  at  the  intersection  of  El  Camino  Real,  Alma  Street,  and  Palo 
Alto  Avenue,  in  the  City  of  Palo  Alto,  Santa  Clara  County,  State  of  California.  The  tree  is  situated 
on  the  bank  of  San  Francisquito  Creek,  adjacent  to  a  Caltrain  rail  and  trestle  owned  by  Southern 
Pacific/Joint  Powers  Board  jurisdiction  and  a  pedestrian  bridge  (circa  1988)  joining  Menlo  Park  and 
Palo  Alto  together. 

SPECIES,  HABITAT,  SIZE  AND  AGE  OF  THE  TREE 

The  subject  tree,  named  El  Palo  Alto,  is  a  Sequoia  sempervirens,  Coast  Redwood.  Redwoods  are 
native  to  California  and  indigenous  along  the  cool  central  coast,  mountains  and  various  riparian 
areas  that  offer  adequate  moisture  and  favorable  drainage  and  soil  composition.  The  tree  trunk  is  90- 
inches  in  diameter,  1 10-feet  in  height  and  has  a  crown  spread  of  40-feet.  In  1951,  El  Palo  Alto 
height  was  recorded  at  134.6-feet.  By  1977  the  tall  top  had  died  back  to  126-feet  down  to  its  current 
height  of  1 1 0-feet.  In  1955,  George  Hood,  Palo  Alto  arborist  extraordinare,  had  increment  borings 
of  the  tree  rings  taken  by  a  forester  and  detennined  the  tree's  age  to  be  1,015  years.  El  Palo  Alto  is 
now  1,059  years  old  as  seen  today. 

HEALTH  AND  CONDITION  OF  THE  TREE 

El  Palo  Alto  is  in  relatively  fair  health  and  condition,  and  has  endured  may  seasonal  drought  and 
flood  years  spanning  the  centuries  including  substantial  urban  activity  encroaching  the  area  during 
the  most  recent  century.  Its  location  is  far  downstream  on  the  southern  bank  of  San  Francisquito 
Creek,  the  only  remaining  non-channeled  creek  from  the  mountains  to  the  S.  F.  bay  estuary. 

Typically,  the  favorable  conditions  for  Coast  Redwoods  (soil  profile,  drainage  and  texture)  erode 
quickly  nearer  to  the  bay  where  heavy  silt  mud  prevails.  However,  observation  indicates  that  the 
tree  is: 

***  well-rooted  with  little  chance  of  toppling  over 

❖  supporting  fair  annual  shoot  growth  over  each  of  the  last  5  years  (an  average  of  six-inches) 

*>  exhibits  a  fuller  canopy  than  50  years  ago 

*♦*  producing  wound-wood  callus  and  sprouts  in  several  areas 

<*  indicates  that  the  trunk  continues  to  expand 


From  the  office  of  DAVE  DOCKTER 


Planning  Division  Arborist 


HISTORICAL  SIGNIFICANCE 

Significant  and  commonly  accepted  historical  event  highlights  surrounding  the  El  Palo  Alto 
Redwood  are  as  follows: 


The  Coast  Redwood  attributed  to  be  El  Palo  Alto  by  the  Spaniards  means  'the  tall 
stick'  and  is  anchored  on  the  banks  of  San  Francisquito  Creek,  'Little  Saint  Francis'. 
November  6-1 1 ,  1769  while  searching  for  Monterey  Bay,  Spanish  explorer  General 
Portola  and  expedition  camped  under  the  giant  redwood.  Frequented  by  the  local 
Costanoan/Ohlone  Indians,  the  land  near  El  Palo  Alto  was  selected  as  the  area's  first 
mission  site  by  the  Franciscan  Colonel  De  Anza  in  1775,  but  was  later  moved  to 
Mission  Santa  Clara. 

In  1 769,  El  Palo  Alto  was  twin-trunked.  Traditional  history  states  that  in  January  of 
1 886  the  left  trunk  fell  after  24-inches  of  rain  fell  within  three  months,  leaving  only 
one  spar  left  to  stand.  However,  several  historians  and  arborists  indicate  this  as  theory 
rather  than  fact,  citing  that  El  Palo  Alto's  missing  trunk  had  mysteriously  vanished 
during  the  time  when  Southern  Pacific  Railroad's  (new) .trestle  bridge  was  erected  neaj 
the  tree's  base,  and  that  the  event  may  not  necessarily  have  been  an  'act  of  God’  as 
traditional  history  reports. 

At  the  time  of  the  1776  signing  of  our  national  constitution,  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood 
was  836  years  old. 

In  1 850,  El  Palo  Alto  was  used  as  a  sighting  tree  by  surveyors  plotting  out  a  highway 
called  San  Francisco-San  Jose  Road,  now  called  El  Camino  Real.  In  1 861 , 
groundbreaking  for  the  Pacific  Railway  trestle  undoubtedly  impacted  the  tree. 

After  Leland  Stanford  University  was  founded,  the  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood  was  the 
rallying  point  for  a  yearly  class  contest  to  sec  who  could  place  the  class  flag  at  the  top 
of  the  tree.  The  last  student  to  climb  the  tree  on  the  eve  of  Admission  Day,  1909 
became  marooned  in  the  crown  after  dark,  and  needed  to  be  rescued  by  fellow 
students. 

In  1 926,  a  bronze  plaque  was  mounted  on  a  boulder  (furnished  by  Southern  Pacific 
Railroad)  by  the  Native  Sons  of  the  Golden  West.  The  plaque  shows  that  El  Palo  Alto 
was  once  a  twin-trunked  tree  as  reported  by  early  California  explorers  and  inhabitants. 
In  1937,  the  State  of  California  adopted  the  Coast  Redwood  species  as  the  state  tree, 
and  in  1968  memorialized  El  Palo  Alto  as  a  California  Historical  Landmark  No.  2. 

In  June  of  1971 ,  El  Palo  Alto  Park  was  added  to  the  City's  Parks  Dedication  list. 

In  1987,  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood  was  recognized  by  the  National  Arborist 
Association  and  International  Society  of  Arboriculture  for  its  historical  significance  as 
"A  campsite  for  the  Portola  Expedition  Party  of  1769". 

Santa  Clara  County  names  El  Palo  Alto  a  Point  of  Historical  Interest. 
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From  the  office  of  DAVE  DOCKTER 
Planning  Division  Arborist 


MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  TREE  -  PAST,  PRESENT  AND  FUTURE 

El  Palo  Alto  has  been  the  recipient  of  significant  care  over  the  former  and  present  century  including: 


❖  In  1776,  tlie  tree  was  measured  at  135.7-feet  with  a  circumference  of  15.1-feet.  In  1814, 
measurement  found  a  height  of  162.2  feet.  It  was  reported  that  when  the  twin  trunk  fell  in 
1886,  a  dendrology  ring-count  indicated  an  age  of  960  years. 

❖  After  the  fall  of  the  twin  trunk.  Senator  Stanford  had  a  wooden  bulkhead  erected  to  protect 
the  remaining  trunk. 

❖  From  1925-1935,  George  Hood's  father  watered  El  Palo  Alto  two  days  a  week,  pouring 
buckets  of  water  into  three  vertical  terra  cotta  pipes.  From  1935-1955,  paths  near  the  tree 
were  changed,  obscuring  the  watering  pipes  and  the  tree  declined.  Since  1968,  El  Palo 
Alto's  condition  (vigor,  structural  integrity  and  soil  stability)  has  been  evaluated  by  tree 
care  professional  S.P.  McClenahan  Company,  initiated  by  the  supervision  of  University  of 
California  Forester  Woody  Metcalf,  who  watched  over  the  tree  for  40  years.  The  tree  is 
currently  under  the  supervision  of  the  qualified  arboricultural  staff,  Dave  Sandage  and 
Dave  Dockter  of  the  City  of  Palo  Alto. 

❖  In  1968  the  treetop  was  treated  for  termites,  and  in  1971  aerial  inspection  noted  no  termite: 
and  in  fair  health. 

❖  A  summer  of  1973  inspection  noted  serious  decline  of  the  western  portion  of  the  treetop 
and  termite  treatment  again  initiated. 

❖  In  1 997,  Doug  Hamilton,  University  of  California  Cooperative  Extension  Farm  Advisor 
and  Forester  inspected  El  Palo  Alto  redwood. 

❖  A  1 977  inspection  noted  improvement.  Five  feet  of  the  dead  top  was  removed.  A 
sprinkler  system  at  the  top  was  modified  to  provide  conditions  similar  to  optimum  foggy 
coastline  conditions. 

♦>  1 982  to  1984  foliage  growth  increased.  However,  the  weathered  western  side  continued  to 
deteriorate  and  hollow  soundings  were  recorded  within  the  larger  limb  structure. 

❖  In  1985,  the  upper  portion  of  the  tree  canopy  was  sparse  and  declining.  The  condition  wa: 
determined  to  be  from  atrophy  of  the  roots  from  the  increasing  foot  traffic,  landscape 
activity  and  compaction.  Four  inches  of  mulching  was  prescribed.  In  addition,  a  small 
dead  portion  of  the  top  was  removed. 

❖  In  1987,  fertility  treatments  commenced  (soil  loosening/vertical  mulching  in  spring  and 
deep  root  injections  in  summer). 

❖  1988-present,  routine  inspections  and  as-needed  pruning  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  occur 
annually.  To  improve  health  and  vigor,  fertility  treatments  prescribed  include  a  bio¬ 
stimulant  designed  to  increase  absorbing  root  surface  area. 

❖  1 998  El  Nino  winter  flooding  of  San  Francisquito  Creek  and  bank  erosion  did  not  alter  the 
stability  of  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood. 

❖  As  guardians  and  stewards  of  the  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood,  a  significant  natural  and 
historical  resource,  the  future  maintenance  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  will  include  any  and  at 
arboricultural  methods  that  are  deemed  annrooriate  bv  City  arborists  and  consultants. 


ft  I  0 
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From  the  office  of  DAVE  DOCKTER 
Planning  Division  Arborist 


APPRAISAL  . 

National,  state,  municipal  and  real  estate  agencies  recognize  that  plants  have  value  beyond  their 
intrinsic  or  aesthetic  contribution  to  a  landscape,  and  that  a  monetary  value  can  be  assessed.  The 
following  horticultural  appraisal,  using  the  current  Guide  for  Plant  Appraisal  authored  by  the 
Council  of  Tree  and  Landscape  Appraisers  and  published  by  the  International  Society  of 
Arboriculture,  includes  consideration  of  the  tree  species,  size,  condition  and  location  factors  which 
can  influence  the  value  of  a  tree.  The  appraised  value  of  the  Coast  Redwood  known  as  El  Palo  Alto 
is  estimated  to  be  a  modest  $55,600.00,  using  the  current  methodology  established  by  the  Guide  for 
Plant  Appraisal  published  by  the  Council  of  Tree  and  Landscape  Appraisers.  However,  this  value 
does  not  fully  incorporate  or  consider  significant  cultural  and  historic  importance.  Therefoie, 
because  of  the  tree's  cultural  history,  intrinsic  majestic  presence  and  value  to  the  communities 
of  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park  and  their  surrounding  environs,  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood  is 
considered  to  be  an  invaluable  and  priceless  natural  resource-and  irreplaceable  at  any  cost  in 
the  event  of  loss.  _ 


Not  withstanding  a  catastrophic  event  that  would  take  the  tree,  it  is  expected  that  the  El  Palo  Alto 
Redwood  will  persevere  and  grow  for  centuries  to  come,  and  will  continue  to  be  the  most  important 

living  natural  resource  in  Santa  Clara  County  and  one  of  the  top  destination  Historic  Landmarks  in _ 

the  golden  State  of  California. 


U>llwrl 
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RESOURCES 

City  of  Palo  Alto  records 

Palo  Alto  Historical  Society 

George  Hood  1977  memorandum 

Trees  of  Palo  Alto ,  1976  Publication 

The  Tall  Tree,  1940  Publication,  Elinor  V.  Cogswell 

Jim  Johnson,  Personal  communication 

City  Council  1988  Staff  Report,  George  Bagdon,  Director  of  Public  Works 
Dave  Sandage,  City  of  Palo  Alto,  Public  Works  Managing  Arborist 
Wayne  Fluss,  City  of  Palo  Alto  Arborist 
Dave  Dockter,  City  of  Palo  Alto,  Managing  Arborist  in  Planning 
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From  the  office  of  DAVE  DOCKTER 
Planning  Division  Arborist 


EL  PALO  ALTO 

As  it  stood  1 00  years  ago 

Circa  1880’s 


Circa  1951 

One  trunk  is  missing,  a  new  iron  trestle 
bridge  was  built  and  damaging  coal  soot 
and  smoke  conditions  subjected  El  Palo 
Alto  to  decline  for  decades. 
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As  it  stands  today 


For  centuries,  the  coast  redwood  tree  has  functioned  as  the  primary  sentinel  and  gateway  to  this 
region.  The  oldest  living  California  Historical  Landmark  No.2  has  been  central  to  the  City  of  Palo 
Alio  since  it’s  incorporation  in  1894  and  Stanford  University  for  over  a  century.  In  1955,  an 
increment  boring  of  the  tree  rings  was  taken  and  the  tree's  age  was  accurately  determined  to  be 
1,015  years,  and  in  2004  was  1,064  years  old.  The  tree  stands  anchored  to  the  San  Francisquito 
Creek  bank  with  a  trunk  size  of  over  eight  feet  in  diameter.  In  1951  its  height  was  134.6-feet,  in 
1977  its  height  was  reduced  to  126-feet  to  remove  the  dead  top,  and  again  in  1999  where  it  still 
stands  at  nearly  1 10-feet  in  height. 


From  1865-1955,  the  tree  was  in  serious  decline  with  alarmingly  sparse  branching  and  foliage. 
Implicating  factors  of  decline  were  (1)  the  foliage  was  coated  with  coal-burning  train  soot  which 
passed  beneath  the  tree’s  canopy  on  a  daily  basis  and,  (2)  the  increasing  reduction  of  the  aquifer 
(available  water  table)  from  wells  in  the  thriving  orchards  of  the  ‘blossom  valley’,  including  the 
1912  Tower  Well  only  two  blocks  away.  It  is  surmised  that  by  1955,  the  disappearing  orchards  and 
county  water  district  program  to  cap  wells  helped  to  recharge  the  aquifer  in  the  region  back  to  a 
level  that  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood  had  historically  grown  accustomed.  In  spite  of  an  eroding  top, 
aerial  termites  and  an  associated  decay  column  on  the  west  side  of  the  top  (left  side),  the  tree  today 
has  a  much  greater  volume  of  foliage  and  biomass  and  is  healthier  today  than  nearly  a  century  ago. 

Excepting  a  catastrophic  disaster,  the  life  expectancy  and  prognosis  for  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood  is 
that  it  will  continue  to  overlook  the  region  for  at  least  300  more  years. 
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From  the  office  of  DA  VE  DOCKTER 


Planning  Division  Arborist 


El  Palo  Alto— Circa  2001 

Towers  above  the  railroad  trestle  in  the  center  of  this  image 


Top  cut  off  El  Palo  Alto  at  the  1 10-foot  height  Cursory 
dendrology  count  was  157  rings.  Termites  and  decay  are 
evident  around  the  perimeter. 
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ON  SOLID  GROUND 

For  centuries,  the  tree  roots  have  established  themselves  firmly  into  the  soil  and  deflected  creek 
bank  erosion  where  it  otherwise  would  be  washed  away.  The  massive  tree  used  to  have  a  second 
spar  located  on  the  left  side  of  this  trunk.  Wound-wood  has  callused  over  other  smaller  sections  and 
sprouts  are  now  growing  in  the  area. 


In  1 926  the  Native  Sons  of  the  Golden 
West  mounted  a  plaque  on  a  boulder 
at  the  base  of  the  tree,  showing  that  El 
Palo  Alto  was  once  a  twin-trunked 
tree  as  reported  by  the  early  California 
explorers  and  inhabitants. 


In  1987,  the  National  Arborist  Association 
recognized  the  tree  with  the  International 
Society  of  Arboriculture  for  its  historical 
significance  as  noted  by  General  Poitola's 
1786  expedition  search  for  California 
Monterey.  At  the  time  of  the  1776  signing  of 
our  national  constitution,  El  Palo  Alto  was 
836  years  old. 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

O  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  “S  _  City:  E CL.L  Q  /\  L  tZ _ State:  C-/\  Zip:  ^ 

Title  (if  applicable): _ Phone:  $2 V—  /  3  S~  Z- 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable);_ 


E-mai!:  JST SluxQ  tfl[) (£j  )/^L. c-Q  [ 


Address  /  5  $  fr _ Co.  r:  (  (  -ij  A  Ltk>  _ Q/} _ 9j£..3ZJL 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  doses  on  March  6, 2009. 


l-sc  <371: 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Peter  Shambora  [petershambora@earthlink.net] 
Thursday,  March  12,  2009  5:33  PM 
HSR  Comments 
'Jim  McFall' 

HSR — Palo  Alto/Peninsula 


The  following  are  reasons  to  stop  the  HSR  in  San  Jose: 


J  &  Z  Sa,  3  ou. 


1.  Historical  areas  of  the  peninsula  will  be  destroyed. 

2.  The  culture  off  "close  knit"  communities  will  be  lost. 

3.  The  beauty  of  the  geography  will  be  dramatically  destroyed  forever. 

4.  The  proposed  HSR  route  will  be  an  ugly  scar  on  the  terrain. 

5.  Noise!  I  have  both  been  a  rider  and  have  been  close  by  HSR  trains  in  other  countries. 

6.  You  do  transfer  from  HSR  trains  in  other  countries  to  get  to  a  key  destination. 

7.  There  is  already  an  acceptable  mode  of  rail  transportation  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco. 

8.  Much  less  expensive  to  improve  the  current  CalTrain.  Use  the  allocated  HSR  funds  elsewhereM^Ktx^Afl/  O  YoXL 

9.  I  and  others  seriously  challenge  the  over  stated  ridership  projections. 

10.  Citizens  where  very  much  mis-lead  by  the  HSR  authority.  This  process  was  a  total  manipulation  of  the  proposal, 
suggest  the  majority  of  people  on  the  peninsula  and  perhaps  elsewhere  would  not  have  voted  for  the  proposition  if  all  the 
facts  and  content  of  the  proposal  had  been  stated. 

11.  There  is  absolutely  "zero"  trust  with  the  current  HSR  authority  and  the  current  members  should  be  replaced. 

12.  While  the  proposed  project  may  create  some  jobs,  the  ratio  of  jobs  to  $  is  overstated. 

13.  Stopping  the  HSR  in  San  Jose  is  a  perfectly  acceptable  solution  to  this  issue  and  would  probably  be  supported  by  a 
majority  of  people  on  the  peninsula. 

14.  Implementation  of  an  elevated  rail  structure  is  completely  unacceptable  and  will  be  challenged  as  far  as  is  legally 
possible  including  the  possible  recall  of  the  vote. 

15.  The  peninsula  is  not  Japan  or  Europe  and  examples  of  those  systems  are  totally  irrelevant.  Their  culture,  expected  \ 

living  conditions  and  tolerance  to  noise,  crowds  and  property  value  are  much  different.^  tva'co  ^  —-I  . 

16.  The  HSR  authority  needs  to  propose  an  "acceptable"  solution  which  the  people  will  support  and  with  all  the  variables; 

conditions  and  facts  made  clear.  OYhYnu/v\^Vy 

17.  We  will  fight  this  current  proposal  and  either  defeat  it  or  cause  extended  delay  which  will  make  the  completion 
impossible. 
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Peter  Shambora 
Palo  Alto  Resident 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


David  Shayer  [david@sentience.com] 
Sunday,  March  29,  2009  8:47  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sirs: 

I  support  High  Speed  Rail  from  San  Francisco  to  LA,  but  as  a  Palo  Alto  resident  I'm  concerned!  ^ 
about  the  CalTrain  corridor  from  San  Dose  to  San  Francisco.  I  understand  the  current  CalTrain/^Z 
tracks  would  be  expanded  and  elevated,  which  would  be  both  unsightly  and  noisy.  I've  read  / 
proposals  for  tunneling  the  tracks  instead.  Although  tunneling  costs  more,  it’s  much 
friendlier  to  those  of  us  who  live  near  the  tracks.  Please  consider  tunneling  rather  than 
elevating  the  tracks. 


Sincerely, 
David  Shayer 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 

Info  @  HSR 

Monday,  April  06,  2009  9:00  AM 
HSR  Comments 
FW:  CHSR  Contact 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


From:  info@hsr.ca.gov  [mailto:info@hsr.ca.gov] 
Sent:  Mon  4/6/2009  1:00  AM 
To:  Info  @  HSR 
Subject:  CHSR  Contact 

CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Jayna  Sheats 
Company: 

Phone: 

Email:  sheats@lostarrowc.com 
Website: 

Comment: 

I  would  like  to  urge  in  the  strongest  possible  way  that  the  high  speed  rail  route  be  below  grade  in  the  suburban 
area  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco.  In  my  business  travel  I  have  often  used  the  high  speed  rail  systems  of 
Japan,  Germany  and  France.  In  all  cases  the  rails  are  elevated  only  in  highly  built-up  areas  (e.g.  Tokyo  with  10^ 
20  story  buildings);  in  areas  where  buildings  are  1-3  stories,  the  rails  are  either  underground  or  sunken  (but 
exposed  to  the  sky).  There  is  no  reason  to  do  otherwise  on  the  Peninsula.  Many  arguments  have  been  put  fo 
that  the  tunneling  option  saves  money  because  of  less  disruption  to  roads  and  other  offsetting  factors;  the 
commercial  use  of  the  surface  right  of  way  (or  its  use  for  local  transportation,  for  example  by  streetcars  or 
"podcars"  as  are  being  used  today  in  Cornell,  NY)  adds  yet  another  factor.  But  even  if  these  advantages  were 
not  there,  the  cost  of  putting  tracks  underground  to  avoid  disruption  of  existing  communities  is  a  sine  qua  non 
for  the  train  system.  If  we  can  afford  to  bomb  Iraq  into  the  stone  age  and  pay  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in 
bonuses  to  people  who  have  ruined  their  companies,  we  can  afford  to  put  this  railway  underground  (or  at  least 
sunken  everywhere  and  underground  in  some  places).  You  need  to  get  in  touch  with  the  people  in  other 
countries  who  know  how  to  do  these  things.  Further,  you  need  to  acknowledge  that  this  is  simply  an  imperative 
of  the  system  (which  we  desperately  need).  You  are  not  going  to  skimp  on  safety  systems  to  prevent  train~aiH3'4 
collisions  (or  train-train  collisions),  and  you  should  not  skimp  on  building  it  with  due  regard  for  the  places  it  Ll 
traverses.  Sincerely,  Jayna  Sheats  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jayna  Sheats  [sheats@lostarrowc.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  7:37  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  would  like  to  urge  in  the  strongest  possible  way  that  the  high  speed  rail  route  be  below  grade  in  the  suburban 
area  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco. 


In  my  business  travel  I  have  often  used  the  high  speed  rail  systems  of  Japan,  Germany  and  France.  In  all  cases 
the  rails  are  elevated  only  in  highly  built-up  areas  (e.g.  Tokyo  with  10-20  story  buildings);  in  areas  where 
buildings  are  1  -3  stories,  the  rails  are  either  underground  or  sunken  (but  exposed  to  the  sky). 


vi  tit-... 
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There  is  no  reason  to  do  otherwise  on  the  Peninsula.  Many  arguments  have  been  put  forth  that  the  tunneling 
option  saves  money  because  of  less  disruption  to  roads  and  other  offsetting  factors;  the  commercial  use  of  the  / 
surface  right  of  way  (or  its  use  for  local  transportation,  for  example  by  streetcars  or  "podcars"  as  are  being  used 


i 


today  in  Cornell,  NY)  adds  yet  another  factor.  But  even  if  these  advantages  were  not  there,  the  cost  of  putting 
tracks  underground  to  avoid  disruption  of  existing  communities  is  a  sine  qua  non  for  the  train  system.  If  we  cjin 
afford  to  bomb  Iraq  into  the  stone  age  and  pay  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in  bonuses  to  people  who  have 
ruined  their  companies,  we  can  afford  to  put  this  railway  underground  (or  at  least  sunken  everywhere  and 
underground  in  some  places).  *— 


U 


You  need  to  get  in  touch  with  the  people  in  other  countries  who  know  how  to  do  these  things.  Further,  you 

need  to  acknowledge  that  this  is  simply  an  imperative  of  the  system  (which  we  desperately  need).  You  are  noki  j 

going  to  skimp  on  safety  systems  to  prevent  train-auto  collisions  (or  train-train  collisions),  and  you  should  not  ^ 

skimp  on  building  it  with  due  regard  for  the  places  it  traverses.  ^  | 

Sincerely, 


Jayna  Sheats 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
650-255-3098 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

HSR  Comments 

Sent: 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:50  PM 

To: 

Kris  Livingston 

Subject: 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST:  Palo  Alto  nearby  homes  concern 

From:  Flash  Sheridan  [mailto:flash@pobox.com] 

Sent:  Sunday,  February  22,  2009  2:03  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST:  Palo  Alto  nearby  homes  concern 

I'm  writing  to  express  my  concern  about  the  apparently  unnecessary  extent  of  the  destruction  planned 
train's  route  in  Palo  Alto. 


Kenneth  J.  Sheridan 

101  Alma  St  #704 

Palo  Alto,  California  94301-1008 

flash@pobox.com 
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Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  'Ejiyn^ornental  Impact-Report/ 


Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  im|b 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


motives?  mftigaiiqn, 
Califor^ip  ^ligh-gp^^ail 

BY: _ 


Name  (please  print):  ;  P ,  ,  City:  fl/j &  Q ^  T/rl /O  I J/  f  './j  )  State:  PA  Zip:  Ct  (9 

Title  (if  applicable): _ _  Phone:  tB?-  44  4'S^'  Fax: 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  1  -  4^77^  E-mail:  A  Q-OUJ 

Address  W&  3  7^0  <  L/ht^  fZ. _ _ _ _ 

O  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  doses  on  March  6, 2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Famaz  Badiei  [fbadiei@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  2:29  PM 
HSR  Comments 
high  speed  rail 


I  supported  high  speed  rail  by  voting  for  the  bond  measure  in  November  2008.  I  still  support  HST  but  havefc^rffVsfe 
grave  concerns  about  the  route  through  long-established  and  cherished  peninsula  communities.  [ 

I  live  in  downtown  Palo  Alto  approximately  8  blocks  from  the  University  CalTrain  Station,  even  from  this  distance  fheja#^ 
the  train  whistles  and,  in  the  late  evenings,  the  heavy  freight  trains  running  full  speed  through  the  crossings.  ^  flUloL 


I  am  very  concerned  about  the  potential  impacts  of  HST  through  my  city.  Above  ground  HST  will  add  noise, 
tracks  will  divide  neighborhoods. 


Let’s  build  HST  with 


consideration  for  the  local  communities. 


Jr  1  mfcLcib 


and  elevated 


'msT  ; 


I  support  consideration  of  HST  through  established  communities  via  tunneling, 
transfer  to  CalTrain  or  other  public  transit  to  the  peninsula  and  San  Francisco 


If  that  option  is  not  available,  I  support  a 

j 


Famaz  Shippee. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Stefanos  Sidiropoulos  [stefanos_s@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  12:49  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


On  November  4, 2008,  California  voters  passed  Proposition  1  A,  approving  the  construction  of  a  High  Speed 
Rail  system  linking  Southern  California,  the  Sacramento  San  Joaquin  Valley,  and  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area.  |  ^  ^ 


Three  scoping  meetings  were  held  by  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  in  late  January  2009  to  solicit  public 
feedback  for  the  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  segment  of  the  rail  system,  which  is  currently  envisioned  along  the 
existing  CalTrain  right  of  way. 


)VOC£^ 


The  new  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR)  requires  the  expansion  of  the  right-of-way  to  accommodate  two  additional  fu« 
tracks,  and  grade  separation  at  all  the  current  grade  level  crossmgs.  Many  homes  abut  the  current  CalTrain  '  ' 

corridor,  which  in  some  areas  is  not  currently  wide  enough  to  accommodate  the  addition  of  two  tracks.  Many  of. 
the  current  grade  level  crossings  occur  in  residential  neighborhoods.  The  Authority  has  not  articulated  how 
decisions,  such  as  how  to  achieve  grade  separation,  will  be  made  and  what,  if  any,  influence  the  communities 
immediately  impacted  by  the  construction  and  operation  the  High  Speed  Trains  will  have  on  the  decision 
making  process.  * 


It  is  imperative  that  such  an  important  project  be  handled  with  the  greatest  accountability  and  transparency,  so 
that  the  impact  to  the  community  will  be  minimized,  and  alternative 
proposals  (such  as  tunelling  or  trenching)  will  be  fully  considered. 


Thank  you  for  your  attention, 


l  A 

XiTJA^/ 
"f YWV\ 


—  Stefanos  Sidiropoulos 
2550  Emerson  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  info@hsr.ca.gov 

Sent:  Monday,  March  30,  2009  1:30  PM 

To:  Info  @  HSR 

Subject:  CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Carolyn  Siegel 
Company: 

Phone:  650-694-1476 
Email:  casiegel@pacbell.net 
Website: 

Comment: 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt,  I  am  a  concerned  resident  of  Mountain  View  who  would  be  impacted  by  the  noise  of  an 
elevated  high  speed  rail  system.  I  respectfully  request  you  study  the  possibility  of  placing  the  proposed  tracks  in 
a  trench  of  1 5  feet  deep  with  sound  walls,  or  in  an  underground  tunnel.  In  both  cases,  many  if  not  most  of  the 
long-term  environmental  impact  might  be  mitigated,  road  crossings  made  both  cheaper  and  more  attractive,  and 
easier  lo  maintain.  In  Europe,  trenching  with  sound  walls  has  proven  to  be  a  very  cost-effective  way  to  mitigate, 
the  impact  on  communities  while  still  providing  expanded  railway  services.  Even  though  the  new  trains  are  . 
expected  to  be  quieter  than  existing  ones,  they  will  also  run  more  frequently.  If  rim  on  elevated  tracks,  as 
currently  proposed,  much  of  the  benefit  of  quieter  trains  may  be  offset  by  a  more  direct  line  between  the  source 
of  the  noise  and  local  residents.  I  respectfully  request  that  you  provide  accurate  measurements  of  noise  levels 
for  the  elevated,  trench  with  sound  wall,  and  tunnel  scenarios  to  accurately  determine  impact  on  local  residents.. 


til 

*1  EkwkX 

ft  l  LskU 
T/ucA'-’J 

vh /vatic 

I  If  JL-IHtj  I  -  ' 

^  tyud 


l-sc  i 


1 


March  30,  2009 


Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt, 


I  am  writing  to  you  as  a  concerned  citizen  in  Mountain  View.  My  home  will  be  directly 
impacted  by  the  noise  of  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail  plan  on  the  San  Francisco 
Peninsula. 


I  respectfully  request  you  study  the  possibility  of  placing  the  proposed  tracks  in  a 
trench  of  15  feet  deep  with  sound  walls,  or  in  an  underground  tunnel.  In  both  cases, 
many  if  not  most  of  the  long-term  environmental  impact  might  be  mitigated,  road 
crossings  made  both  cheaper  and  more  attractive,  and  easier  to  maintain.  In  Europe, 
trenching  with  sound  walls  has  proven  to  be  a  very  cost-effective  way  to  mitigate  the 
impact  on  communities  while  still  providing  expanded  railway  services. 


2_ 
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Even  though  the  new  trains  are  expected  to  be  quieter  than  existing  ones,  they  will  also 
run  more  frequently.  If  run  on  elevated  tracks,  as  currently  proposed,  much  of  the 
benefit  of  quieter  trains  may  be  offset  by  a  more  direct  line  between  the  source  of  the 
noise  and  local  residents.  _ _ _ 


I  respectfully  request  that  you  provide  accurate  measurements  of  noise  levels  for  the 
elevated,  trench  with  sound  wall,  and  tunnel  scenarios  to  accurately  determine  impact 
on  local  residents. 

* 

*. 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  will  consider  trenching  with  sound  walls,  or  tunneling,  and  if 
not,  why  not.  ° 


\ 

LjO  1  CB 

TU-PiOfs: 


Carolyn  Siegel 
241  Diablo  Avenue 
Mountain  View,  Ca  940403 
casiegel  @  pacbell.net 


X-3C  ^2. 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Barbara  Silvester  [bsilvest@apr.com] 
Wednesday,  Aprii  01,  2009  1:55  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Re;  HSR 


I  have  heard  that  that  are  some  upcoming  meetings  on  the  proposed  HSR.  If  I  have  one  comment  to  make  about  this  and 
that  is.  Please  do  it  right  the  first  time,  not  the  most  cost  effective  or  quickest.  What  will  this  look  like  50  years 
from  now  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions.  We  didn't  extend  BART  on  the  peninsula  because  of  out  cries  from 
local  residents  (which  I  do  sympathize  with)  although  it  was  a  giant  mistake  and  we  are  paying  for  it  with  traffic 
congestion.  .  Just  let's  get  it  right  on  this  one. 

Barbara  Silvester 
2401  Golf  Links  Circle, 

Santa  Clara,  Ca.  95050 


*  '  * 
Tk^.c, 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Corinne  Simonim 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safetv?  ru>l5e' 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^ 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  . 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ’ 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  $6  P1^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 


J$\  btt> 


How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 1  ^ j 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  QiV  0^^  **  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Corinne  Simonim 

179  El  Dorado  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94306 

- - - 

None 

I-5C 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  4*. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Name  (please  print):  ^  'ACL g  f 

Title  (if  applicable):  [Aowy;  Oy.u  £ 


OrganlzatioiVBusIness  (if  applicable): _ 

Address,  LjOHl  Ri,q  Pau  Aifc>. 


_  City:  flffo _  _  State:  Cft  zip: 

_  Phone:  (p  *■/ 2,j?  ~7 _  Fax: _ _ 

_  E-mail:  /)?f  £>S&  (Sj  S kr  C  /  ^ in X L  wP _ 

_ £ _ 


Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


porenh  o .  I  J^[( 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  P(illegible)  Sipple 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  $  1 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  — 

running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  SzJC/' 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  ^  ^  'fooX'CS 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  CK'X j 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

P(illegible)  Sipple 

3903  Grove  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94303 

None 

X-sc 


Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Malcolm  Slaney  [malcolm@slaney.org] 
Thursday,  January  22,  2009  7:45  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  am  sure  that  I  am  not  the  first  to  note  that  the  HST  will  come  with  a  high  cost  to 
communities  along  the  peninsula. 


I  think  the  HST  is  a  great  idea,  and  I  welcome  the  chance  to  take  the  train  to  LA. 

But  I  also  do  not  want  to  see  the  increased  noise  and  concrete  going  through  our 
neighborhoods.  The  CalTrain  right  of  way  is  narrow  as  it  is.  Houses  are  close  to  the 
railroad  tracks. 


\j^2  PlM/  w  wit K 


I  hope  the  cost  to  Palo  Alto  is  NOT  a  large  concrete  structure  through  the  center  of  our 
town.  I  hope  the  designers  can  find  a  way  to  put  the  whole  mess  underground.  I  realize  that 
the  construction  costs  will  be  higher  and  more  involved,  but  it  would  do  much  to  preserve  our 
quality  of  life. 


-  Malcolm 


l 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

joysleizer@sbcglobal.net 

Sent: 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  5:18  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

HSR  in  Palo  Alto 

People, 

I  am  a  senior  citizen  who  has  lived  just  south  of  Park  Blvd 

QH  OTTICC  Duliainy  TnuT  X  own  ori  ruj  i\  divu  u&ui  nvt  m  i  uiu  nn«  iv  / — —  -  r 

concerned  that  the  EIR  of  this  project  is  not  looking  at  the  right  things.  For  instance,  the  value  of  property  in 
Palo  Alto  is  going  to  be  a  lot  higher  than  some  CA  average. 


V 


While  I'm  not  necessarily  opposed  to  HSR,  I  do  not  think  elevated  tracks  in  our  town  can  be  tolerated.  We  have 
more  to  lose  than  gain.  Tunneling  would  be  the  better  option  if  we  have  to  go  thru  the  Peninsula.  Some  years  down 
the  road,  we  would  be  thanked,  I'm  sure  if  we  could  have  bike  paths  A  parks  on  the  top. 


V 


I'm  disappointed  that  Altamont  Pass  was  not  considered  a  viable  route.  I'm  surprised  that  the  1st  leg  is  from  SF 
to  San  Jose  instead  of  from  San  Jose  south.  Who  is  going  to  profit  from  this?  Who  is  the  ridership? 


I  do  hope  that  the  EIR  will  take  into  consideration  the  PA  property  values.  I'm  sure  I'm  not  the  only  senior  citize 
who  has  a  lot  to  lose  if  we  go  thru  with  the  HSR  on  elevated  tracks. 


a 

^2  Gdv\SU 
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Thank  you. 


Best  regards, 

Joy  Sleizer 
255  Edlee  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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TrbC  40^ 


From:  Phil  Small  [philsmalll 23@comcast.net] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  5:25  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  re  HSR 

Why  should  Palo  Alto  residents  have  to  live  with  a  monolithic  monster  of  a  20ft  wall : 
the  possibility  of  having  neighborhoods  destroyed  and  property  values  decimated  in 
of  owner  occupied  homes  will  become  rental  property.? 

#  V  o^l^cs 


shoved  down  their  throats  and  bear 
such  a  manner  that  a  neighborhood 


^  \jjv^a.cfc 


5C  W 


l 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Patrick  Smith  [mailto:psmithll4@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  1:58  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


l  oo  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


I'm  writing  to  ask  for  for  information  about  the  plans  for  the  High  Speed  Train  from  SF  to  SJ.  In  particular,  I 
was  curious  to  know  about  the  plans  for  the  rails  through  downtown  Mountain  View.  Are  there  plans  to  expand 
beyond  the  current  2  rail  system  used  by  CalTrain?  Where  can  I  learn  more  information  about  the  plans  for  my 
particular  area?  Thanks  for  your  assistance.  w 


Best  Regards, 


Patrick 


l 


1-5C  ^ 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:50  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  High  speed  rail 


From:  Sohoni  [mailto:venkat_sohoni@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  February  23,  2009  3:09  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments;  info@dtiofpaloalto.org 
Subject:  High  speed  rail 


I  have  a  comment  that  pertains  both  to  high  speed  rail  and  to  amtrak  rail. 

I  live  in  Palo  Alto  (CA  94306)  and  find  the  practice  of  blowing  horns  by  the  amtrak  train  very 
disturbing,  especially  as  they  follow  this  practice  through  the  night  and  early  morning  hours 
Earlier  when  I  lived  in  Atherton,  I  vaguely  recall  that  they  voted  to  ban  the  honks  on  the  train 
Is  that  true,  and  if  so  how  can  I  ensure  Palo  Alto  follows  that  practice? 

Train  arrival  is  preceded  in  any  case  by  the  closure  of  gates  and  the  ringing  of  a  bell, 
enough  to  warn  everyone  of  the  train's  impending  arrival? 

Please  do  respond  to  my  query  and  advice  me  on  who  best,  if  not  you,  can  address  my  concern. 
Thanking  you, 

Neera  Sohoni 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:53  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  SJ  to  SF  Alternative  -  Collaborate  with  Caltrain 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Martin  Sommer  [mailto:martin@sommer.net] 

Sent:  Wednesday ,  February  18 ,  2009  1:02  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  S3  to  SF  Alternative  -  Collaborate  with  Caltrain 
Dear  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority, 


As  an  alternative  to  "competing"  with  Caltrain,  and  having  4  parallel  train  tracks  from  San 
Dose  to  San  Francisco,  please  "collaborate"  with  Caltrain  to: 

1)  Stop  HSR  at  San  Dose3>z'  ^ofJ 

2)  Electrify  and  upgrade  Caltrain^J^t-  v~t  A<JC  O- J2Jr\ 

3)  Allow  Caltrain  and  BART  to  carry  all  HSR  passengers  to/from  San  Dose,  San  Francisco, 
SFO,  SDC,  and  OAK 

4)  Use  only  the  2  existing  tracks  from  San  Dose  to  San  Francisco 


4 


3 


\A 


San  Dose  would  become  the  distribution  point  for  all  bay  area  HSR  passengers.  This  isX^-fc^  /tfvf-fa' 
intelligent,  cost  effective,  and  less  intrusive  to  our  communities. 

Thank  you,  ^  es/fcQ. 

Martin  Sommer 

Palo  Alto  home  owner,  frequent  rider  of  Caltrain  and  BART,  frequent  flier  from  SFO  an  SDC, 
and  Supporter  of  California  High-Speed  Rail. 


Martin  Sommer 
650-346-5307 
martinlSsommer .  net 

http : / /www . linkedin . com/in/ martinsommer 
"Turn  technical  vision  into  reality." 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

O  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ©"January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):  MAA-T/fi/  _ City:  /4a7& _  State:  C/f-  Zip: 

Title  (if  applicable):  - - -  0 _  Phone:  /£<2 >'5^  Fax:  -  - - 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  —  1 _  E-mail:  Y'tpf  <r> 

6 77  V,  dtfr.  <?A  _ _ 

[C^TesTl  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
cr  mail  it  io  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6, 2009. 


Fold  acdJape  F-afore  Mailing 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  t-rancssco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  “  ^ 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Name  (please  print):  |\j  &.Q.I  a 
Title  (if  applicable): 
Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


state;  C  t-  Zip:  fL 'll  2-7 


E-mail:  y\  e  £./  cc 


^  Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 
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Irhm,k|yt°.U  f0r  y0Ur  part,cipalion  in  ,his  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 

10  Uf  3S  ^n,aS  1505516,6  in  ordef  ,0  ensure  <ha<  your  comments  are  included  in  “cords 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009.  s' 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  4:03  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jcse  HST 


From:  John  St.  Clair  III  [mailto:jstclair@apr.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  1:31  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


I'm  writing  you  today  to  give  you  my  thoughts  on  the  High  Speed  Railway,  which  is  planned  to  run  through  my  city,  (Palo 
Alto).  First  of  all,  I  think  HSR  is  a  good  project  for  the  state  of  California.  I  just  don’t  feel  the  implementation  being 
proposed  is  appropriate  for  our  city  and  the  surrounding  cities.  We  have  a  quaint  city,  full  of  charm  and  a  community  feel 
so  many  people  long  for.  The  proposal  by  the  HSRA  proposes  elevating  a  20  foot  embankment  to  run  the  High  Speed 
Trains.  Added  to  that  would  be  an  additional  height  of  15  feet  to  run  wiring  necessary  to  operate  the  trains.  This  Berlin 
Wall,  (so  to  speak),  running  through  our  community  would  completely  destroy  the  look  and  feel  many  of  the  current 
residents  enjoy  today,  and,  what  draws  many  of  our  future  residents  to  Palo  Alto.  The  obvious,  immediate  results  to  ouri 
community  would  be  dividing  our  city  into  two  separate  communities,  and  a  huge  negative  impact  on  our  property  values 
Neither  of  these  outcomes  is  desirable  for  Palo  Alto. 


My  Questions:  , 

Has  the  HSRA  considered  alternatives  to  running  over  ground  rails,  such  as,  full  bore  tunneling?  I  understand 
this  process  would  be  more  expensive  to  undertake,  but  the  overall  impact  to  the  community  would  be  minimum  I 
and  more  desirable.  .  ur-  JL 

Has  there  been  communications  with  the  affected  cities  on  sharing  the  costs  to  do  this?  \  ^ 

Has  there  been  a  study  regarding  the  impact  to  the  involved  communities  on  things  like  traffic  congestion;  impact 
to  local  business,  etc.  during  the  construction  period  for  over  ground  railways  vs.  underground  railways? 


v<~ 


Please  take  the  above  questions  into  consideration  when  making  your  decision  on  how  you  will  implement  the  HSR.  Give 
special  consideration  to  the  short  and  long  term  effects  on  the  involved  cities.  I  understand  the  purpose  for  the  HSR  is  to 
provide  a  more  convenient  and  efficient  transportation  possibilities  for  connecting  LA  to  SF.  This  is  a  good  endeavor. 
However,  I'm  sure  destroying  communities  in  the  process  is  not  your  intended  goal.  So  please,  examine  the  alternative 
presented  above. 


Sincerely, 


John  St.  Clair  III 

Palo  Alto  Resident 

Palo  Alto  Realtor 

Chair  -  Palo  Alto  District  Council 

Board  Member  with  the  Silicon  Valley  Board  of  Directors 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


=was= rj^£S~gztts£ssss^ 

Meeting  DateyLocatlon  £,0  J>3  jJ Q 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  ' 

Nam. (please print):  \j  1  IW  _  CHy:  CA  ... 

Title  (If  applicable):  ,  ZTT~~ZZ - —  V- JL?  1  . 

- -  Phone  ¥c-&  eto?~  9797  Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 
Address_  <v»- 


15 


.  SatWtv. 


E-mail: 

jC4 


/  - - , - 9f<na 

[T  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  tahi* 
or  man  „  ,0  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  .0  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in“uTmco  ds 
The  comment  penod  closes  on  March  6,  2009.  records. 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Rob  Starling  [00hsr@robstarling.org] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  2:06  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hi!  I  hope  this  reaches  you  before  the  end  of  the  comment  period.  I  am  a  resident  of 
Mountain  View  and  would  like  to  express  my  support  for  HST  between  SF  and  SI,  connecting 
the  Sacramento-LA  route.  I  would  also  like  to  express  support  for  a  Mountain  View  station^  SfoX'te*' 
Additionally,  I  have  a  specific  suggestion  for  the  Castro  St.  crossing  in  Mountain  View.  Jf  ^ 

I  understand  that  there  will  be  no  at-grade  crossings,  so  regardless  of  whether  there  is 
station  at  Castro  St.,  I  would  recommend  having  Castro  simply  stop  at  the  tracks  and  not  - 

connect  to  Moffet  Blvd.  This  would  be  much  cheaper  than  any  crossing  option  and  Mountain 
View  has  been  experimenting  with  making  that  block  of  Castro  pedestrian-only  anyway. 

Shoreline  Blvd.  can  provide  adequate  traffic  flow  from  one  side  of  the  tracks  to  the  other. f 

Thank  you  for  helping  bring  high  speed  rail  to  California! 


y 


Sincerely, 
Rob  Starling 


/ 


\ 


. . - . - . - . \ 

"If  we  couldn't  laugh  we  would  all  go  insane" 

--Jimmy  Buffett, 

"Changes  in  Latitudes,  Changes  in  Attitudes"  | 
— . . . - . . . / 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Jim  Stauffer  O.f.stauffer@gmail.com]  on  behalf  of  Jim  Stauffer  Dstauffer@alumni.brown  edul 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  2: 1 7  PM 

HSR  Comments 

James  Stauffer 

San  Francisco  peninsula  route 


To  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority: 


7^ 


We  are  writing  to  register  our  total  opposition  to  the  intended  routing  of  high-speed  rai llZnorCa  A&W 
through  the  cities  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose,  and  especially  to  the  above-ground-A  l?r*  J 
implementation  that  is  being  considered. 


To  proceed  with  the  above  routing  and  implementation  would  devastate  the  quality  of  life  for~~W 


many  nunareds  living  in  the  affected  cities  and  greatly  reduce  the  value  of  homeowners’^)  J  n 1  T 

investment  in  their  homes  (which  in  many  cases  represent  the  major  part  of  their  life  2  PVtrPCns 

savings) .  1 


Sincerely, 

James  F.  Stauffer 
Chri-stina  C.  Stauffer 
Palo  Alto 


l 


1-5L  418" 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  tc  San  Jose  Section 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impaXTlternalveTmffloaT0^ 
measores  and  env.ronmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  commented  the" Sornfa ' 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009.  9  Peed  Ra‘ 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Ma.eoCounty  ,  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  ^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name«p,eas9pri„t):^Ji/jfef}] _ City:  $ ,J4(?<LZ 

Title  (if  applicable):  — ~ - -  p'  — -  /  — 

- - - - - - - Phone: _ _  Fax. 

<».r^ - ^ l/^TT^b 

Fh^rlr*  ^  - 

O  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices.  L'<J-  \ 

Please  comment  clearly.  '  /  ^  ^  v  ) 

wq  c&ty  {  -2^  2-  ^,3  ^  ' 

-  e/e*  'fti%Z*4vw  j/- 


h  H,*-  . 


i rto*  i/ 


n*  csS  jf\r  ors5S; 


c  ^ i /)  Z ' y>o  o4'e £&/<; 

°  x.  Ass  H^y^/  {u^(  41 ' 

-\(z 

Ojtf  j  r~uk  c,y nJSryfsyj  te***^* 


~<yp  <?/  cr^  CeA//w/  g'x 

aZc  y  <zZ  C  ,  J 


™i,i,°^f0r  y0Ur  partopa"0n  in  this  'mPortant  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 

"  t0  “  33  ST,aS  p0SS,ble  in  order  10  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  fnouTeSds 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009.  recoros. 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

_ a-  rv _ ■ _ 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  retK{'@ltrrrj^f  fdjhe  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009.  i 

MAR  2  3  2009 


Meeting  Date/Location 
□  February  25  -  Mlllbrae 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


February  26- Palo  Aito 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 


City: 


Zip: 


Phone: 


Fax: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _ 

Address: CY cb-  Ofr  /?<*/ i>  / -Jr 


E-mail: 


Aa)r‘/x</-fc  _ 

Js-hJfn  /jrt.  cJr  j&>  )*^ds/hr'i 


c-4- 


AjU'+l 


^  Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

First  of  all  I  have  to  say  that  the  CA  voters  were  deceived  by  the  government  last  Nov  when  we  voted  on  this  Bond  measure.  The 
newspapers,  local  govts  and  CHSRA  never  indicated  that  the  Caltrain  corridor  would  be  used  for  the  HSR.  This  bond  measure  NEVER 
would  have  passed  if  we  had  known  what  their  plans  were!  This  was  deceptive  and  unfair.  The  CA  voters  will  demand  a  re-vote.  The 
CHSRA  should  be  routing  the  HSR  along  BART  lines.  When  I  need  to  use  BART,  I  just  go  to  Fremont  and  catch  it  there.  That  makes 
a  lot  more  sense.  There  are  too  many  homes  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  to  put  an  HSR. 

'  in  South  Palo  Alto.  We  already  put  up  with  the  noise  and  inconvenience  of  Caltrain,  since  it  alters  traffic  light  timing  on  Alma, 
the  HSR  will  cut  Palo  Alto  in  half,  with  less  crossings  from  Alma  to  El  Camino,  thereby  increasing  traffic  along  Alma.  Alma  is  already 
becoming  a  bottleneck  during  commute  times.  The  city  becomes  less  walk  and  bike-able,  so  the  HSR  is  really  not  "green"  if  it  adds 
uooC  and  additional  car  triPs  in  the  localities!  The  reduction  in  safety  for  high  school  students  (BOTH  Gunn  and  Paly)  crossing  the 
HSR  will  increase  and  cause  many  of  them  to  revert  back  to  their  cars.  The  scoping  EIR  must  include  an  estimate  of  the  extra  car  trips 
due  to  adding  the  HSR.  v 

Surely,  the  cost  of  construction  cannot  be  justified  in  the  current  economic  crisis  of  this  state!  VTA  has  been  cutting  bus  lines  in 
SSeS?  .the  l3St  C°Uple  °f  yearS'  0ur  community  has  had  t0  be9  and  plead  with  them  to  keep  critical  bus  lines  in  our  city.  Can  the 
CHSRA  really  justify  a  fancy  train  system??!!  In  addition,  the  solid  waste  generated  from  demolishing  the  current  tracks  and  trains 
must  be  itemized  as  a  environmental  COST  of  the  project.  Adding  huge  amounts  of  heavy  solid  waste  to  our  dumps  is  NOT  “qreen." 
The  scoping  EIR  must  include  the  cost  of  dumping  the  demolished  waste  into  our  dumps.  _ 

The  current  Caltrain  system  is  a  useful  train  for  commuters  and  those  traveling  between  cities  on  the  Peninsula  The  HSR 
monies  should  be  used  solely  to  upgrade  the  Caltrain  with  newer,  lighter-weight  cars  that  will  be  more  energy  efficient  and  quieter 
This  is  one  of  the  options  that  is  not  advertised.  It's  called  the  "No  Build"  option 


fteplA 


TkKfflC 


Costs: 


UD  BJILD 


^  is  routed  down  the  Caltrain  corridor  we  will  end  up  with  a  "Corridor  of  Blight"  with  graffiti  and  low  property  values 

a  block  of  the  tracks,  just  like  other  places  where  there  are  raised  train  tracks..  It  will  be  a  disaster  and  destroy  our  quality  of  life 
is  too  high  a  price  to  pay  for  a  small  amount  of  people  to  travel  to  and  from  Los  Angeles. 


J  , 


The  scoping  MUST  include  accurate  estimates  for  the  number  of  riders  going  FROM  northern  TO  southern  California.  I  believe 
strongly  that  most  riders  will  be  coming  from  Los  Angeles  TO  San  Francisco  because  San  Francisco  has  good  public  transit  available 
once  they  arrive.  When  riders  arrive  in  Los  Angeles,  there  is  very  little  they  can  do  without  a  rental  car.  Therefore,  the  HSR  scopinq 
must  be  an  honest  accounting  of  ridership,  separating  north-south  from  south-north  numbers.  The  scoping  should  also  include  the 
costs  for  increasing  the  number  of  buses  required  to  support  people  arriving  on  the  HSR.  You  CANNOT  have  a  successful  HSR 
without  public  transit  available  to  passengers  once  they  get  off  the  HSR.  4_ 

P1®  CHSRA  is  misguided  in  focusing  on  train  travel,  when  all  indications  show  that  airfare  between  southern  and  northern 
California  has  gone  DOWN,  not  up.  It  shows  that  the  market  for  rail  travel  has  been  over-estimated.  The  scoping  must  look  at  whether 
people  will  choose  the  HSR  instead  of  flying.  This  is  a  cost  and  convenience  issue  which  must  be  included.  Airfares  to  LA  have  qone 
down  and  this  must  be  taken  into  account  with  respect  to  HSR  ridership.  _ 

The  scoping  must  include,  in  the  EIR  portion,  accurate  numbers  of  sound  decibels  for  an  above-ground  train.  In  community 
meetings,  civil  engineers  said  that  the  fast,  HSR  trains  in  Europe  and  Asia  were  a  LOT  louder  than  typical  trains,  due  to  their  speed  and 
despite  the  fact  that  they  are  electric.  The  HSR  EIR  must  meet  federal  guidelines  for  sound  and  the  CHSRA  must  not  over-ride  these 
guidelines.  There  are  families  whose  homes  are  less  that  100  feet  from  this  proposed  train.  The  scoping  must  contend  with  this  fact. 

An  above-gr°und  HSR  will  have  low-frequency  power  lines  running  along  the  tracks.  These  power  lines  generate  magnetic  fields’ 
in  the  vicinity.  The  scoping  must  include,  in  the  EIR  portion,  estimates  for  the  magnitude  of  magnetic  fields  generated,  the  range  of 
these  fields  and  the  possible  health  risks  from  living  withing  the  range  of  the  magnetic  fields. 


i  -k- 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sterling,  Larre  [LSterling@ea.com] 

Sent: 

Wednesday,  March  11,  2009  3:18  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

Hello  - 

I  am  a  homeowner  in  Palo  Alto.  I  am  writing  to  express  my  concern  regarding  the  elevated  train  proposal  for  the  high 
speed  train.  The  proposal  says  that  there  would  be  a  train  running  on  this  elevated  track  every  few  minutes.  There  is 
absolutely  no  doubt  that  this  will  greatly  impact  the  entire  peninsula  community.  Noise  will  increase  dramatically  and  the 
elevated  track  will  visually  impact  the  beauty  of  the  community,  which  is  one  of  the  many  reasons  that  we  all  chose  to  live 
in  Palo  Alto  and  Menlo  Park. 


^ I 

A/rlLj.4,1  r 


Please  add  my  name  to  the  list  of  others  who  are  opposed  to  an  elevated  train  in  Palo  Alto  and  Menlo  Park. 


"J  OjfoUst 


Thank  you. 


Larre  Sterling 


L?rrs  Sterling 

Sr.  Account  MariaoerJEA  SPORTS 
Creative  Development 
Electronic  Arts 
650-826-503S 
(Cell)  650-804-6062 
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Dan  Gallagher 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Alice  Stiebel  [astiebel@sbcglobal.net] 
Saturday,  January  24.  2009  7:46  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  support  a  High  Speed  Rail  station  in  Palo  Alto,  rather  than  in  Redwood  City.  Palo  Alto  is  much  more  of  an 
employment  center,  as  well  as  a  destination.  Stanford  campus  and  Stanford  Hospital,  as  well  as  Stanford 
Shopping  Center,  are  all  nearby.  We  could  encourage  commuting  as  well  as  regional  transit  by  locating  a 
station  in  Palo  Alto. 


Alice  Stiebel,  Palo  Alto 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:57  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Rich  Stiebel  [mailto:w6apz@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  February  03,  2009  3:28  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

r* 

In  view  of  the  current  number  of  people  killed  each  year  by  Caltrain  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose  and 
the  number  of  cars  that  "don't  quite  make  it  across"  before  a  train  arrives,  I  see  nothing  but  more  disasters  if  the 
High  Speed  rail  is  on  the  surface.  Building  overpasses  over  each  street  is  expensive  and  unsightly,  and  we  will 
still  have  the  noise  to  contend  with  in  all  our  communities. 

Yes,  Palo  Alto  should  be  a  stop  on  the  High  Speed  rail.  That  would  help  business  not  just  in  Palo  Alto,  but  alsol  ^  M 

surrounding  communities.  A  better  business  environment  means  more  businesses  will  want  to  locate  in  our  -I  p4lo  4^ 
vicinity  which  broadens  the  cities'  tax  base. 

Undergrounding  may  be  expensive,  but  it  is  the  best  long  term  solution  for  all  the  cities  on  the  peninsula.  Reuse 1  _  i 

of  the  above  ground  property  for  housing  and  business  could  add  to  the  cities'  tax  base  and  help  finance  all  our  |  ^ 
cities  in  years  to  come. 

At  this  time  of  looking  toward  the  Economic  Stimulus  Package,  maybe  we  can  get  some  of  the  money  to  put 
people  to  work  building  the  underground  system. 

Rich  Stiebel 
840  Talisman  Drive 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 
650-494-0128 


4  £  Joi Hi/J  it  f 
£2-  7Ui4//| 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Bob  Stilierman  [bob@rsic.biz] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:26  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Below  are  comments  on  the  proposals  for  HSR  service  between  San  Jose 


I  am  generally  in  favor  of  projects,  such  as  the  high  speed  rail  line  proposed  between  Southern  and  Northern  Californi 
I  have  attended  several  scoping  meetings,  have  listened  to  Mr.  Ron  Diridon  expound  on  the  virtues  of  the  proposed 
system  and  have  attempted  to  keep  up  with  the  various  meetings  and  discussions  surrounding  this  issue.  „ 


However,  in  this  situation,  I  strongly  opposed  the  HSR  project  in  the  currently  proposed  alignment  and  CHSRA's  v 

preferred  elevated  construction.  I  have  concluded  that  the  elevated  rail  system  proposal,  utilizing  the  CalTrain  corrido^  X 

is  unacceptable.  There  are  numerous  reasons  that  generally  involve  quality  of  life  issues  that  will  affect  a  large  number~l#l 

nf  Daln  Altn  rocirlontc  Tho  n  irrjant  nlan  u/m ilH  ciomfirantlv  Hppradp  thp  PDvironment.  the  comforts  and  the  Value  Of  ' 


of  Palo  Alto  residents.  The  current  plan  would  significantly  degrade  the  environment,  the  comforts  and  the  value  of 
living  in  Palo  Alto. 


living  in  Palo  Alto. 

The  information  presented  at  the  scoping  meetings:  the  architectural  drawings,  the  lack  of  answers  from  the  HSRA 
regarding  costs,  noise  levels,  how  Caltrain  will  continue  to  operate  during  construction,  which  homes  will  be  usurped  1  noi£& 

under  the  doctrine  of  eminent  domain  and  other  unanswered  questions,  scares  me.  The  current  concept  of  elevated 
structures  at  traffic  crossings  will  undoubtedly  create  a  separation  in  the  city  of  Palo  Alto,  and  likely  in  other  Peninsula-^  \£p 
cities  as  well,  that,  in  my  opinion  will  be  unsightly,  noisy  and  devalue  properties  within  range  of  the  rail  system, 

Given  that  the  alternative  known  as  the  "no  project"  scenario  exists,  I  would  strongly  encourage  you  to  use  you  recdiA^ 
alliance  with  CalTrain  to  halt  the  HSR  in  San  Jose  and  create  a  seamless  transfer  from  one  rail  system  to  the  othfer  for  ^  ^ 
those  passengers  wishing  to  travel  from  SJ  to  LA.  With  the  predicted  frequency  of  trains  on  the  HSR  line,  the  ac  ditional 
few  minutes  that  a  transfer  will  create  for  those  full-distance  passengers  seems  a  modest  concession  to  the  alto  rnative 
of  destroyed  parts  of  established  communities.  . 

^ dfc  2^ew.iiw? 

Bob  Stilierman  WkQkJfr 

1636  Madrono  Avenue  J 

Palo  Alto ,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Bob  Stillerman  [bob@rsic.biz] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:56  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Below  are  comments  on  the  proposals  for  HSR  service  between  San  Jose. 


I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  on  the  San  Francisco  Peninula.  I  am  generally  in  favor  of  projects,  such  as  the  high  speed  rai 
line  proposed  between  Southern  and  Northern  California.  I  have  attended  several  scoping  meetings,  have  listened  to 
Mr.  Ron  Diridon  expound  on  the  virtues  of  the  proposed  system  and  have  attempted  to  keep  up  with  the  various 
meetings  and  discussions  surrounding  this  issue.  I  also  understand  that  the  concept  of  a  high  speed  rail  system  linking 
southern  and  northern  California  has  been  considered  for  many  years. 


Now  that  I  am  better  informed  about  this  project,  I  am  deeply  concerned  about  the  process  being  used  for  decisions^  \ 
regarding  this  project.  I  have  been  told  that  the  'program  level'  decisions,  which  include  the  options  for  the  Pacheco-"!  _ 
Pass  v.  Altamont  Pass  alternatives,  which  include  the  alignment  choices  of  Caltrain's  rail  corridor,  highway  101  and 
interstate  280,  have  all  been  made.  These  very  decisions  are  the  ones  that  have  the  biggest  impact  on  our  communities 
and  which  I  am  now  told,  are  no  longer  available  for  comment  or  consideration.  These  are  the  decisions  that  I  would 
like  to  have  a  voice  in. 


The  fact  that  the  CHSRA  will  'consider'  all  'comments'  brings  little  comfort  to  me.  The  fact  that  an  'authority,'  with  clear 
interests  in  expediency  rather  that  community  will  make  decisions  that  will  impact  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
Californians,  with  no  participation  in  the  decision  process  by  organizations  outside  of  the  authority  (as  I  understand  it)  is 
unacceptable. 


r£> 


There  is  a  flaw  in  the  process:  information  regarding  the  details  of  the  project  is  just  coming  to  light  and  it  appears  to 
considerable  numbers  of  California  citizens  that  the  'train  has  already  left  the  station.'  The  many  peninsula  residents 
that  I  hear  from  are  concluding  that  we  citizens  are  being  'railroaded.'  The  fact  that  the  authority  has  to  respond  to 
'comments,'  leaves  little  comfort  that  any  comments  will  in  fact  impact  the  decisions  already  made  and  those  being 
proferred  (e.g.  elevated  rails  through  the  Peninsula). 


Please  clearly  explain  what  the  State  of  California  and  the  CHSRA  require  to  reopen  the  program  level  decisions  for 
reevaluation.  Please  list  all  such  available  procedural  options  that  would  require  such  action  by  the  CHSRA. 


Please  include  all  legal  steps  that  are  available  to  compel  the  CHSRA  to  allow  municipalities  and  citizens  to  have  a  vo 
in  the  decision  process. 


Bob  Stillerman 
1636  Madrono  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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X-5C. 


Scoping  Period  Comment  jfprm 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today's  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  February  25  -  Millbrae  □  February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  <0^46?  *  d££c t5^r  City:  Aife 

Trtie  applicable);  p.  i 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  E-mail: 

RPP  TTH  Tier'  T~% 

Address:  /  ffV  6T lT)irffj  )-P  httiJ 

□  Yes,  1  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 

^7  h  7U  A  A  A  /  iLt  V 

- APR — 8  2009 

BY: _ 

£eoo iVifyyentL  "^6-  Itasb  a(Y)#uf)l'  o-f  dtCjmJlahoo 
-fo  oppearanoji.  £  hfe  of  -(fosse,  to  Palo  .  T 

4 

(y 

2)  cjo  Vfkfarc^rdufy L  -far  a  enbre  jperyu s  ukj 


j)‘  do  n of 

-  c/w-team  bJleP 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


T-SC 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:44  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW;  High-Speed  Train  in  the  Bay  Area 


From:  Peter  Streiff  [mailto:peter.streiff@gmail.com] 
Sent:  Saturday,  February  28,  2009  6:05  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High-Speed  Train  in  the  Bay  Area 


To  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

As  someone  who  has  travelled  on  High-Speed  trains  I  understand  their  benefits  but  living  close  to  th 
CalTrain  tracks  which  is  the  proposed  route  for  the  California  High-Speed  train  rises  opposition  to  the 
current  plans  in  me.  I  would  like  to  see  the  High-Speed  train  travel  up  the  Peninsula  and  not  end  in 
San  Jose  but  it  should  be  done  either  underground  or  on  the  current  CalTrain  tracks.  They  will  need 
to  get  improved  and  grade  separated  but  there  is  just  not  enough  space  for  additional  tracks  and 
elevating  them  close  to  residential  areas  should  not  be  an  option.  Some  passing  tracks  should  be 
added  where  space  is  available.  I  understand  that  sharing  the  tracks  would  mean  lower  speeds  but 
am  sure  travelers  can  accept  an  additional  10  to  15  minutes  between  San  Jose  and  San  Francisco  a 
a  trade-off  for  not  changing  trains.  As  a  comparison,  travelers  from  Paris,  France  to  Zurich, 

Switzerland  accept  a  lower  speed  on  shared' Swiss  railway  tracks  but  they  do  not  have  to  change 
trains  anywhere  on  their  route.  In  terms  of  stations  I  would  neither  stop  on  Palo  Alto  nor  in  RedwoocF-r  , 
City  but  at  Millbrae  (SFO).  CalTrain  should  be  able  to  bring  local  travelers  to  the  other  stations. 


\£&> 


Regards,  Peter 


Peter  Streiff 
3723  Lindero  Dr 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
peter.streiff@gmail.com 


l 
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rS||j§g|  Hatch  Mott 
MacDonald 


731 1  Greenhaven  Drive,  Suite  250 
Sacramento,  CA  95831-3572 
T  91 6.399.0580  www.hatchmott.com 


February  9,  2009 


FEB  I  1  2( 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street 
Suite  1425 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 
Dan: 

This  letter  is  a  follow  up  to  our  discussions  over  the  past  weeks,  regarding  the  City  of  Palo 
Alto's  interest  in  consulting  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald  (HMM)  for  alternative  analysis  related 
to  the  CA  High  Speed  Rail.  The  City  of  Palo  Alto  intends  to  form  a  coalition  with  the  cities  of 
Atherton  and^ Menlo  Park  to  evaluate  alternatives  for  the  CA  HSR  through  their  cities.  They 
would  like  to  enter  into  a  contract  with  HMM  for  the  purpose  of  a  tunnel  alternatives  study.  The^ 
seem  to  have  a  complete  and  thorough  understanding  and  respect  for  the  CA  HSR's  position 
regarding  alternative  analysis  and  they  expect  to  bear  the  full  cost  ot  this  additional  work. 

HMM  is  in  a  position  where  we  now  need  to  confirm  with  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  and  their  future 
coalition  cities  if  HMM  is  able  to  enter  into  a  contract  for  services.  While  our  contracts  with  C  A 
HSR  do  not  overlap  with  their  corridor,  we  value  our  relationship  with  CA  HSR  and  do  not  wai  t 
to  create  any  conflict  for  the  Authority  or  the  Program.  Recognizing  that  the  statewide 
CA  HSR  program  currently  involves  nearly  every  major  engineering  and  environmental  firm  in 
California,  we  believe  that  it  may  be  in  CA  HSR's  best  interest  to  have  the  most  qualified  and  best 
informed  firms  supporting  outside  analysis. 

We  respect  that  the  decision  requires  review  by  your  Attorney,  who  is  currently  busy  with  manjr 
important  issues.  Palo  Alto  is  anxious  to  move  forward,  and  HMM  would  like  to  bring  this 
subject  to  a  close  by  providing  a  definitive  answer  for  them  no  later  than  noon  on  Friday, 

February  13,  2009.  Any  assistance  you  can  provide  in  confirming  CA  HSR's  decision  would  be 
greatly  appreciated.  Thank  you  for  your  assistance. 

Sincerely, 


Cara  Strom 
Vice  President 

T  916.399.0580  F  916.399.0582 
cara.strom@.hatchmott.com 


CLS:seg 

cc:  Tony  Daniels,  Parsons  Brinckerhoff 

John  Townsend,  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald 
Joel  Maniaci,  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald 
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Comment  Form 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Wouter  Suverkropp  [wsuverkropp@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  March  29,  2009  9:56  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Fransisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dean  Mr.  Dan  Leavitt, 


I  am  writing  to  you  as  a  highly  concerned  private  citizen  of  Monta  Loma  in  Mountain  View,  a 
neighborhood  and  town  highly  impacted  by  the  current  High  Speed  Train  plans. 


£11 


*  The  problem  with  elevation 

Elevated  tracks  means  that  noise  will  carry  further  than  it  does  today. 

Numerous  studies  of  high  speed  rail  in  Europe  and  Japan  show  that  train  noise  is  a 
significant  problem  for  people  close  to  the  tracks,  even  though  the  new  trains  will  be 
quieter  than  old-fashioned  ones.HSRA  has  not  provided  actual  data  about  noise,  taking  into 
account  train  frequency. 

I  respectfully  request  you  provide  measured,  rather  than  modelled,  data  regarding  sound 
pressure  levels  and  sound  pressure  exposure  (Leq)  levels  for  each  studied  track  scenario. 


2.  t  l 

fr  /  A/oiS-C 
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*  Widening  the  right  of  way 

The  " 

proposed  four  track  system  will  widen  to  six  tracks  at  stations.  It  is  unclear  whether  the 
current  right  of  way  is  wide  enough  for  a  four  track  system,  or  how  the  tracks  could  fit  next 
to  the  existing  Central  Expressway  in  Mountain  View  at  the  San  Antonio  junction. 

I  respectfully  request  information  about  you  will  value  homes  that  are  taken  using  eminent 
domain,  and  how  you  will  compensate  home  owners  whose  homes  become  all  but  inhabitable  as  a 
result  of  construction  or  new  rail  routing.  - 


*  Construction  chaos 
The  massive 

construction  is  likely  to  be  highly  disruptive  -  the  intent  is  to  keep  Caltrain  running 
during  construction,  which  means  extra  temporary  tracks  -  and  will  take  many  years  to 
complete. 

I  respectfully  request  your  plans  to  deal  with  construction  dust,  construction  noise,  and 


kz  rf 
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traffic  disruption.  Generic  EIR  statements  will  not  be  sufficient  to  address  actual  generated 


nuisance. 


I  respectfully  request  you  study  two  alternatives:  Trenches  or  Tunnels  Citizen  groups  have 
proposed  two  alternatives  to  the  raised  tracks:  Trenching  and  Tunneling.  Trenching  means 
lowering  the  tracks  into  a  trench  below  grade,  and  flanking  it  with  sound  walls.  Doing  so 
means  traffic  can  pass  over  the  tracks  on  flyovers,  and  noise  is  more  contained. 

Tunneling  can  be  accomplished  with  minimal  impacts  from  construction  above  ground,  and  our 
neighborhoods  would  be  enhanced,  rather  than  destroyed.  In  the  Netherlands,  trenching  is  not 
uncommon  and  quite  effective.  The  construction  costs  are  greater  than  elevation,  but  are 
lower  when  taking  into  consideration  the  collateral  costs  of  an  elevated  structure, 
overpasses  and  underpasses  over  the  long  term. 


"fill  AlJ 
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I  respectfully  request  you  extend  the  time  for  public  input  beyond  April  6th.  Many  citizens  (4-7 

are  not  sufficiently  informed  to  grasp  the  enormity  of  the  track  construction,  and  the  impact 

it  will  have  ever  after  on  their  home  value  and  quality  of  life.  — J  |)Cyi-0^ 


Sincerely, 


I 'SC  CSQ 


Wouter  Suverkropp 
328  Aldean  Avenue 
Mountain  View,  CA94043 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Cynthia  Swenson  [cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Tuesday,  March  17,  2009  11:54  PM 
HSR  Comments 

Fwd:  El  Palo  Alto  tree  and  the  high  speed  rail 
The  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood-Heritage  Tree  #1  .pdf 


All; 


Please  see  Palo  Alto  city  arborist  Dave  Dockter's  below  note  and  report  on  why  the  famed  El 
Palo  Alto  1,000  year  old  plus  tree  would  most  likely  not  survive  an  above,  or  below,  ground 
high  speed  rail  on  the  current  Caltrain  corridor. 

When  visiting  the  beautiful  redwood’s  current  location  in  a  lovely,  stream- side  park,  you  can 
see  that  the  tree's  trunk  is  only  approximately  10  feet  from  the  existing  tracks,  and  that 
it's  branches  are  already  noticeably  cut  back  from  the  train’s  path. 


#(  CotU^I 
(5  /) 


-Cynthia  Swenson,  long-time  Palo  Alto  resident 


-  Original  Message  - 

Received:  09:40  AM  PDT,  03/16/2009 

From:  "Dockter,  Dave"  <Dave. Dockter@CityofPaloAlto.org> 
To:  "Cynthia  Swenson"  <cswenson@stanfordalumni.org> 
Subject:  El  Palo  Alto  and  the  high  speed  rail 


Cynthia 


A  cursory  understanding  of  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood's  delicate  balance  of  health  and 
stability  would  conclude  that  excavation  for  a  sound  wall  footing  (or  other  reason)  close  to 
the  tree  would  probably  result  in  tipping  the  tree's  viability  over  the  edge. 

Root  and  soil  removal  could  result  in  irreversible  decline  or  even  mortality,  whether  by 
health  or  weakening  the  tree's  stability  of  catastrophic  whole  tree  failure  in  any  direction. 
It  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  tree  roots  have  probably  adapted  into  some  awkward 
configurations  with  the  river  bank  and  deep  under  the  Caltrain  right  of  way.  There  simply  are 
not  roots  where  a  typical  flatland  tree  would  have  roots.  Even  if  deep  cuts  were  vertical 
without  leaving  the  RoW,  they  may  have  catastrophic  effects.  This  said,  token  tree  protection 
mitigations  would  not  be  appropriate  or  realistic. 


#(  i I'O 


A  thorough  study,  understanding  and  defined  project  limits  would  need  to  be  considered  by  all 
levels  of  stakeholders.  I  advise  this  up-front  work  be  done  to  even  consider  feasibility  of 
the  project's  ability  to  adjust  if  Caltrain  wants  the  tree  to  survive. 


Caltain,  and  the  new  agency,  is  exempt  from  our  local  ordinances  and  CEQA  review  impacts  to 
those  ordinance  and  community  values.  Thus,  alternative  design  or  protection  measures  would 
be  voluntary  and  not  compelling,  as  Caltrain  recently  exercised  on  the  University/Lytton 
upgrade  work  recently.  Because  the  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood  is  healthier  now  than  100  years  ago, 
it  would  be  saddening  to  choose  to  impact  it,  when  other  historic  or  environmental  elements 
erode  or  are  lost  without  any 
choices  available. 


til  ft  ft 
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The  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood  age  is  1069  years,  Palo  Alto  Heritage  Tree  #1,  and  California 
Historical  Landmark  #2. 

Maybe  the  new  Caltrain  agency  doesn't  even  know  what  kind  of  a  local,  state  historic  landmark 
and  national  treasure  exists.  A  copy  of  the  city's  official  report  is  attached  for  your  use. 

Dave  Dockter 

Environmental  Planner/Landscape  Advisor,  ASCA,  ISA,  APA  City  of  Palo  Alto,  250  Hamilton 
Avenue  Palo  Alto,  CA  94301  USA 

650-329-2441  http://www. citvofpaloalto.org/environment/urban  canopy, asp 

Our  Community  Tree  Canopy  is  a  measurable  utility  Providing  infrastructure-based  services  and 
dividends,  and  is  Your  local  front  line  of  defense  against  global  climate  change 


- Original  Message . 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Thursday,  March  12,  2009  12:31  AM 
To:  Dockter,  Dave 
Cc:  Tom  D'Arezzo 

Subject:  El  Palo  Alto  and  the  high  speed  rail 


Hello  Dave; 


Thanks  again  for  your  help  with  our  1519  Mariposa  neighbor's  (former)  giant  Sequoia, 
so  sick  about  it's  loss.  How  old  do  you  think  it  was? 

It 

was  such  a  lovely/important  foil  to  the  adjacent  train  tracks... 


We  are 
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Anyway,  of  course  we  must  protect  the  El  Palo  Alto  1000  year  old  plus  tree. 

Please  forward  to  me  your  latest  comments  of  how  it  would  be  affected  by  a  new  20’ 
elevated/10-20'  widened  train  corridor,  as  well  as  a  tunneled  train  corridor.  The 
enlarged/elevated  corridor  would  also  have  40'  high  electrical  towers  running  just  outside 
and  above  the  tracks.  I  will  forward  on  your  report  to  the  HSRA  (High  Speed  Train 
Authority),  Palo  Alto  city  council,  and  to  many  of  the  local  residents  I  have  been  working 
with  on  opposing  this  Peninsula  construction  project.  These  EIR  comments  (from  everyone)  are 
due  to  HRSA  before  April  6th. 


tf  I 


I  think  it  is  interesting/alarming  that  the  El  Palo  Alto  "seedlings"  in  Peers  Park  (the 
special  Challenger  Grove)  are  also  next  to  the  tracks,  and  should  be  protected  because  of 
their  importance.  Are  there  any  other  city  protected  trees  along  the  train  corridor  that 
deserve  mention? 


*1 


-thanks  again, 
Cynthia  Swenson 
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FINAL  SURVEY  REPORT 


PALO  ALTO  HISTORICAL  SURVEY  UPDATE 


August  1997-August  2000 

Submitted  to 
City  of  Palo  Alto 
Planning  Disvision 

Department  of  Planning  and  Community  Environment 
250  Hamilton  Avenue.  5th  Floor 
Palo  Alto,  California  94301 


Prepared  by 

Nllchael  Corbett  and  Denise  Bradley 
Dames  &  Moore 
22  1  Main  Street,  Suite  600 
San  Francisco.  California  94105 


February  2001 


SOUTHGATE 


The  Southgate  subdivision  is  located  between  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  on  the 
northeast,  the  Evergreen  Park  subdivision  on  the  southwest,  Ei  Camino  Real  on  the 
southeast,  and  Churchill  Avenue  on  the  northwest.  The  subdivision  as  a  whole  is 
probably  not  yet  eligible  for  the  NRHP  because  much  of  it  is  less  than  50  years  old.  The 
entire  subdivision  may  be  eligible  in  the  future.  In  the  meantime,  portions  of  the 
neighborhood,  whose  boundaries  need  study,  may  be  eligible. 

Winslow  describes  Southgate  as  follows: 

Southgate,  between  the  Palo  Alto  High  School  site  and  Mayfield,  was 
subdivided  in  1923.  Its  name  alludes  to  its  location  on  the  then  southern 
edge  of  Palo  Alto  and  the  Stanford  campus.  This  property  was  the  only 
piece  of  university-owned  land  in  Palo  Alto  ever  released  for  purely 
residential  use;  Jane  Stanford,  who  had  owned  it,  willed  it  to  the  university 
when  she  died. 

Two  hundred  Southgate  lots  50  to  60  feet  wide  and  100  to  1 16  feet  deep 
were  advertised.  An  carried  deed  restrictions  specifying  that  no  house 
could  cost  less  than  $4,000,  no  cattle,  horses,  hogs  or  poultry  could  be  kept 
on  the  property  and  no  persons  of  African  Japanese,  Chinese  or  Mongolian 
descent  were  to  use  or  occupy  the  houses.  (Decades  later  a  U.S.  Supreme 
Court- decision  voided  the  racial  restrictions.) 

Southgate  was  developed  for  a  middle  class  and  upper  middle  class  market,  similar  to  but 
somewhat  lower  than  the  contemporary  subdivision  of  Crescent  Park.  On  23  June  1923,  a 
long  advertisement  in  the  Palo  Alto  Times  described  the  needs  of  a  typical  businessman 
who  would  move  to  Southgate.  According  to  another  advertisement  on  13  September 
1923: 

Four  Thousand  Dollars  intelligently  expended  will  build  an  artistic  and 
beautiful  home.  Ten  thousand  dollars  or  more  might  easily  be  misspent  in 
building  an  ugly  monstrosity.  The  ornate  expensive  mansion  is  giving  way 


T33 


to  the  smaller  modern  home.  Beauty  and  efficiency  are  displacing  mere  size 
and  elaborateness.  Large,  rambling  rooms,  high  ceilings,  elaborate 
omamen'tation  no  longer  signify.  Beauty  combined  with  utility  brings  the 
modem  California  home  within  reach  of  ('The  Aristocracy  of  Good  Taste." 

In  other  words  an  unpretentious,  modem  person  of  good  taste  would  be  better  off  in  a 
$4,000  house  in  Southgate  than  in  a  $10,000  house  in  Crescent  Park. 

Although  the  original  houses  were  an  built  with  garages,  the  neighborhood  was  also 
served  by  the  Peninsula  Railway  interurban  line  to  San  Jose  on  Ei  Camino  Real  and  by 
the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  whose  California  Avenue  Station  was  five  blocks  away. 

Architecturally,  Southgate  is  characterized  by  stucco  clad  houses  in  a  variety  of  styles 
including  Spanish,  Mediterranean,  Monterey,  Period  Revival,  and  modern. 

Southgate  was  developed  by  the  Palo  Alto  Development  Company  (A.W.  Edwards,  M.H. 
Tichenor  &  Company  and  the  Shattuck  Constmction  Company).  Unusual  attention  was 
given  to  the  streets,  sidewalks,  utilities,  subdivision,  and  landscaping.  All  utilities  were  in 
the  center  of  blocks,  lots  were  18  inches  above  the  street  grade,  and  1,200  trees  and 
shmbs  were  planted  (?tto  secure  maximum  artistic  effect").  tiAil  of  this  planning  and  work 
is  rapidly  resulting  in  one  of  the  most  modern,  carefully  designed  residential  subdivisions 
lying  between  San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles." 

Sources 

Boghosian,  Paula  and  John  Beach.  Historical  and  Architectural  Resources  ofthe  Cdr)?  of 
Palo  Alto:  Inventory  and  Report.  Prepared  by  Historic  Environment  Consultants  for  the 
City  of  Palo  Alto,  1979. 

Palo  Alto  Historical  Association.  Consolidated  and  sorted  Index  to  Newspapers  and 
Architectural  J  ournals . 

Palo  Alto  Historical  Association.  Palo  Alto  tthistorical  survey  files"  properties.  Palo  Alto 
Public  Library. 


Kris  Livingston 

HSR  Comments 
Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:27  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  D' Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  HST 


HSRA; 


Our  family  has  been  a  (previously  happy/conten^)  P 
track  side  of  Mariposa  Ave  since  2001.  We  havA  re 
the  years  of  Caltrain  construction  work  and  ala 
from  the  city,  even  Stanford  Univ  expansion 
projects  in  the  multiple  local  newspapers. 

City  Council  meeting  agendas.  NEVER  ONCE  w 

high  speed  rail  plans  directly, /or\v^n  tjeScI, 
them 

in  the  press.  Again,  we  liv£\direct' 

This  is  regarding  commenting  on\the 
the  Caltrain  corridor  as  the  necefcsa 
Alto  city  council  also  submitted  rr 


do  IMto/homeowner  on  the 
“mailed  notices  over 
neighborhood  remodel  plans 
fe  have  read  of  these 
'as  seen  them  on  Palo  Alto 
notified,  by  anyone,  of 


opportunity  to  comment  on 


Diridon's  numerous  assertions  tha 
meetings 

and  public  comments  submitted 
obviously  been  purposely  set 
object  to  the  Peninsula  route 


y  adjacent  \o  the  Caltrain  corridor! 

Ian  EIR  finalized  July  '08  that  selected 
HSR  route  to  San  Francisco.  The  Palo 
nput  (comments)  on  this  EIR.  HSRA's  Mr. 


:here  have  been  hundreds  of  public 


this  EIR,  shows  that  those  meetings  had 
p  with  regions  of  the  public  least  likely  to 
selection. 


For  the  present  project 
residents  of  Mariposa 
public 
comment  period,  via/a  3' 
their  junk  mail). /  The 
vague  and  frustrating. 


■IR  (comments  due  April  6),  only  the  track  side 
fe.  were  recently  (late  January)  "notified"  of  a 

x5"  mailed  postcard  (which  many  residents  had  lost  in 
information"  meetings  hosted  by  HSR A  were  incredibly 


Couple  all  of/this  with  November’s  Proposition  1A  vote.  The  details  of  the 
Prop  were  neJt  clear  to  the  voting  public,  specifically  that  the  exact  route 
of 

HSR  had  been  decided  upon,  and  how  massive  the  new  train  corridor  would  be 
through  densley  populated  suburban  communities.  The  Prop  passed  with  only  a 
2%  simple  majority  vote.  Had  the  specifics  of  the  Prop  been  made  more  clear, 
it  would  most  likely  not  have  passed  last  November. 


We  have  too  many  unsavory  situations  here  that  were  obviously  purposely  kept 
as  hidden  as  possible  from  those  that  would  have  objected  to  the  HSRA 


Peninsula  EIR  plan  and  the  Prop  1A  vote 


Cynthia  Swenson  and  Tom  D’ Arezzo 
Arika  Britt  and  Olivia  D'Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


> 

> 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21, 2009  3:00  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:30  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  D' Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


HSRAj 


Please  see  Palo  Alto  city  arborist  Dave  Dockter's  below  note  and  report  on 
why 

the  famed  El  Palo  Alto  1,000  year  old  plus  tree  would  most  likely  not  survive 
an  above,  or  below,  ground  high  speed  rail  on  the  current  Caltrain  corridor. 
When  visiting  the  beautiful  redwood's  current  location  in  a  lovely, 
stream-side  park,  you  can  see  that  the  tree’s  trunk  is  only  approximately  10 
feet  from  the  existing  tracks,  and  that  it’s  branches  are  already  noticeably 
cut  back  from  the  train's  path.  1 


41  V?iol  aQuaJ 
r&(TU-V^ 

it  i  toidWcy 
■#  2 


-Cynthia  Swenson,  long-time  Palo  Alto  resident 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


-  Original  Message  - 

Received:  09:40  AM  PDT,  03/16/2009 

From:  "Dockter,  Dave"  <Dave. Dockter@CityofPaloAlto.org> 
To:  "Cynthia  Swenson"  <cswenson@stanfordalumni .org> 
Subject:  El  Palo  Alto  and  the  high  speed  rail 


Cynthia 


1 


A  cursory  understanding  of  the  El  Palo  Alto  redwood's  delicate  balance 
of  health  and  stability  would  conclude  that  excavation  for  a  sound  wall 
footing  (or  other  reason)  close  to  the  tree  would  probably  result  in 
tipping  the  tree’s  viability  over  the  edge. 

Root  and  soil  removal  could  result  in  irreversible  decline  or  even 
mortality,  whether  by  health  or  weakening  the  tree’s  stability  of 
catastrophic  whole  tree  failure  in  any  direction.  It  is  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  tree  roots  have  probably  adapted  into  some  awkward 
configurations  with  the  river  bank  and  deep  under  the  Caltrain  right  of 
way.  There  simply  are  not  roots  where  a  typical  flatland  tree  would  have 
roots.  Even  if  deep  cuts  were  vertical  without  leaving  the  RoW,  they  may 

l 


#  1  bioloc^cAJ 
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have  catastrophic  effects.  This  said,  token  tree  protection  mitigations 
would  not  be  appropriate  or  realistic. 

A  thorough  study,  understanding  and  defined  project  limits  would  need  to 
be  considered  by  all  levels  of  stakeholders.  I  advise  this  up-front  work 
be  done  to  even  consider  feasibility  of  the  project's  ability  to  adjust 
if  Caltrain  wants  the  tree  to  survive. 

Caltain,  and  the  new  agency,  is  exempt  from  our  local  ordinances  and 
CEQA  review  impacts  to  those  ordinance  and  community  -Aqjlue^.  Thus, 
alternative  design  or  protectioij”  measures  would  be  voluntary  and  not 
compelling,  as  Caltrain  recently  exercised  on  the  University/ Lytton 
upgrade  work  recently.  Because  the  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood  is  healthier  now 
than  100  years  ago,  it  would  be  saddening  to  choose  to  impact  it,  when 
other  historic  or  environmental  elements  erode  or  are  lost  without  any 
choices  available. 

The  El  Palo  Alto  Redwood  age  is  1069  years,  Palo  Alto  Heritage  Tree  #1, 
and  California  Historical  Landmark  #2. 

Maybe  the  new  Caltrain  agency  doesn't  even  know  what  kind  of  a  local, 
state  historic  landmark  and  national  treasure  exists.  A  copy  of  the 
city's  official  report  is  attached  for  your  use. 

Dave  Dockter 

Environmental  Planner/Landscape  Advisor,  ASCA,  ISA,  APA 
City  of  Palo  Alto,  250  Hamilton  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301  USA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject- 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
Southgate  Historic  Survey  lnfo.pdf 


. Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:38  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  D' Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


HSRA; 


The  historic  year  1924-28  bungalows  on  Mariposa  Ave.  in  Southgate  would  have  their  charming  ^\iv\o 
carriage  house  garages  torn  down  if  HSR  goes  in  above  ground  on  the  corridor.  This  would  j 
obviously  adversely  affect  the  character  of  these  important  houses,  and  of  the  historic  I 
neighborhood  as  a  whole.  This  is  a  very  unique  1920s  Storybook  Revival  (architectural  style) 
neighborhood,  not  at  all  typical  of  those  usually  bordering  train  corridors!  Dennis  I 

Backlund,  City  of  Palo  Alto's  historic  preservation  planner,  has  told  me  that  partial  eminent 
domain  on  Mariposa  Ave.  would  be  tragic  in  this  stunning,  important  neighborhood.  _J 


The  main  train  station  building  (at  Univ  Ave)  is  also  a  very  special,  nationally  listed  \ 
historic  landmark  (1940s  streamline  moderne  style).  This  building  needs  to  be  \ 

preserved/fully  visible.  \f£$ ffUWS 


Ditto  the  very  old  train  trestle  bridge  alongside  the  El  Palo  Alto  tree  in  Palo  Alto,  the 
Julia  Morgan  Hostess  House  next  to  the  main  train  station  building  listed  above,  and  the 
underpasses  at  Alma  with  University  and  Embarcadero  Aves.  in  Palo  Alto. 


r&<n**#5. 


-Cynthia  Swenson  and  Tom  D’Arezzo 
Arika  Britt  and  Olivia  D’ Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


-  Original  Message  - 

Received:  07:55  PM  PST,  03/16/2009 

From:  "Southgate  Neighborhood  Watch"  <southgatewatch@gmail.com> 

To:  < "Undisclosed- Recipient: j"@gwsin04. mbox.net > 

Subject:  Southgate-Historic  Resources  Meeting,  Wednesday  March  18 

Southgate  Neighbors-  I 

Southgate  neighbor  Gail  Woolley  (former  Mayor  and  local  expert  on  historic 

\ 

\ 
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buildings/resources)  reports  that  the  Palo  Alto  Historic  Resources  Board  will  be  discussing 
the  High  Speed  Rail  proposal  and  Southgate  at  its  meeting  this  week.  (Thanks  also  to  3anet 
Peacock  for  the  heads-up) 

Palo  Alto  Historic  Resources  Board  Meeting  Wednesday,  March  18,  2009  8: 00am  Palo  Alto  City 
Hall,  Council  Chambers  250  Hamilton  Avenue 

The  Historic  Resources  Board  will  be  holding  a  Study  Session  to  discuss  the  impacts  of  the 
high-speed  rail  proposal  and  will  be  including  discussion  about  the  possibility  of  Southgate 
(or  a  portion  therein)  as  an  historic  district. 

Gail  also  forwards  fascinating  historic  survey  information  about  Southgate  (see  attached) 
Southgate  Neighborhood  Watch 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:00  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 
Southgate  Historic  Survey  lnfo.pdf 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:38  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  D' Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Dose  HST 


HSR  A; 


i*  I  U  VjfcyX* 

The  historic  year  1924-28  bungalows  on  Mariposa  Ave.  in  Southgate  would  have  their  charming 
carriage  house  garages  torn  down  if  HSR  goes  in  above  ground  on  the  corridor.  This  would  ^ r  . 

obviously  adversely  affect  the  character  of  these  important  houses,  and  of  the  historic  ** 

neighborhood  as  a  whole.  This  is  a  very  unique  1920s  Storybook  Revival  (architectural  style) 


neighborhood,  not  at  all  typical  of  those  usually  bordering  train  corridors !  Dennis 
Backlund,  City  of  Palo  Alto’s  historic  preservation  planner,  has  told  me  that  partial  eminer{t 
domain  on  Mariposa  Ave.  would  be  tragic  in  this  stunning,  important  neighborhood. 


The  main  train  station  building  (at  Univ  Ave)  is  also  a  very  special,  nationally  listed 
historic  landmark  (1940s  streamline  moderne  style).  This  building  needs  to  be 
preserved/fully  visible. 

Ditto  the  very  old  train  trestle  bridge  alongside  the  El  Palo  Alto  tree  in  Palo  Alto,  the 
Julia  Morgan  Hostess  House  next  to  the  main  train  station  building  listed  above,  and  the 
underpasses  at  Alma  with  University  and  Embarcadero  Aves.  in  Palo  Alto. 

-Cynthia  Swenson  and  Tom  D’Arezzo 
Arika  Britt  and  Olivia  D’Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


$ 
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-  Original  Message  - 

Received:  07:55  PM  PST,  03/16/2009 

From:  "Southgate  Neighborhood  Watch"  <southgatewatch@gmail . com> 

To:  <" Undisclosed - Rec ipient : ; "@gwsin04.mbox. net> 

Subject:  Southgate-Historic  Resources  Meeting,  Wednesday  March  18 

Southgate  Neighbors- 

Southgate  neighbor  Gail  Woolley  (former  Mayor  and  local  expert  on  historic 

l 
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buildings/resources)  reports  that  the  Palo  Alto  Historic  Resources  Board  will  be  discussing 
the  High  Speed  Rail  proposal  and  Southgate  at  its  meeting  this  week.  (Thanks  also  to  Janet 
Peacock  for  the  heads-up) 

Palo  Alto  Historic  Resources  Board  Meeting  Wednesday,  March  18,  2009  8:00am  Palo  Alto  City 
Hall,  Council  Chambers  250  Hamilton  Avenue 

The  Historic  Resources  Board  will  be  holding  a  Study  Session  to  discuss  the  impacts  of  the 
high-speed  rail  proposal  and  will  be  including  discussion  about  the  possibility  of  Southgate 
(or  a  portion  therein)  as  an  historic  district. 

Gail  also  forwards  fascinating  historic  survey  information  about  Southgate  (see  attached) 
Southgate  Neighborhood  Watch 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21 , 2009  2:59  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  10:47  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments  “  * 

Cc:  Tom  D'Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


HSRA; 


How  will  HSR  construction  and  operation  on  the  Caltrain  Peninsula  corridor,  not  disturb  the 
habitat  of  the  important  Monarch  Butterfly,  which  winters  in  Eucalpytus  groves  in  various 
places  very  near  the  tracks  (within  5-20  feet)? 


>  The  Monarch  Butterfly  is  considered  a  CDFG  (CA  Dept,  of  Fish  &  Game) 
special 

>  animal.  "The  CNDDB  [CA  Natural  Diversity  Database]  suppresses  detailed 

>  location  information  for  this  species,  however,  intermittent  linear 

>  groves  of  eucalyptus  trees  along  the  Caltrain  ROW  between  milepost  10 

>  and  30  and  Monarch  butterflies  have  been  identified  as  occurring 

>  within  the  project  corridor  and  should  be  assumed  present  where 

>  suitable  habitat  exists."  -  Chapter  3. 4. 1.3  of  Caltrain  Electrification  Program  EA/EIR, 
page  3-35. 

>  http : //www . caltrain . org/pdf /Electrification/Chapter  3 . pdf 

> 

>  (Peers  Park  is  at  approx,  milepost  31.) 


UiolCPpd 


Cynthia  Swenson  and  Tom  D'Arezzo 
Arika  Britt  and  Olivia  D'Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  2:58  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto: cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:59  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  D' Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Comments  for  the  High  Speed  Rail  Train  Authority  re  the  present  scoping  EIR  period  for  the  i/flyo 
Peninsula  segment:  J 


. —  [  oU'hu'al 

1.  How  would  any  above/below  ground  construction/operation  of  HSR  not  hurt  the  El  Palo  Alt  ) 
designated  historically  important  redwood  tree  that  is  over  1,000  years  old? 


2.  How  will  the  Challenger  Grove  of  El  Palo  Alto  seedlings  in  Palo  Alto's  Peer's  Park  be ^  ^ 
protected?  J  ^ 


3.  How  will  the  Monarch  Butterfly  wintering  groves  along  the  train  corridor  be  protected? 


M  b \b[e^cM 


4.  How  will  the  Calif  Tiger  Salamanders'  (an  EPA  Threatened  Species)  habitat  be  protected 
We  have  seen  Salamanders  multiple  times  on  our  property  at  1563  Mariposa  Ave.,  Palo  Alto  j 
94306. 

5.  How  will  any  other  plant/animal  species’  habitat/migration  route  be  protected  from  the! 
construction/operation  of  a  massive  train  corridor?  — ^ 


6.  Palo  Alto  has  many  old,  historically  important  buildings.  Some  are  registered  - 

nationally,  state-wide,  or  locally;  others  pending  or  could  be. 

These  must  not  be  disturbed.  A  partial  list  includes  the  main  train  station,  the  next  doo 
Julia  Morgan  Hostess  House,  many  houses  with  rear  carriage  house  garages  on  the  corridor 
(Mariposa  Ave.),  the  train  bridge  next  to  El  Palo  Alto  tree,  and  the  street  underpasses  on 
Alma  St  at  University  and  Embarcadero  Avenues. 


V 


(Mariposa  Ave.),  the  train  bridge  next  to  El  Palo  Alto  tree,  and  the  street  underpasses  onF.'^o^ 

Alma  St  at  University  and  Embarcadero  Avenues.  $\  fa 

7.  How  will  disturbances  to  Palo  Alto  High  School  be  mitigated  re  noise,  dust,  vibration,  Ce-Wlce^ 
loss  of  sunlight  and  land?  For  all  other  commercial  and  residential  property  directly  on_an^^^^0V 
nearby  the  corridor,  how  will  these  issues  be  mitigated?  This  includes  property  value  loss_-u>L? 
and  quality  of  life  loss.  How  could  the  visual  aesthetics  of  an  elevated  and  widened  train 
corridor  be  mitigated  to  anyone  living,  working,  or  visiting  the  area?  * — *1 


8.  How  many  trains  would  run  on  the  corridor  per  hour?  How  can  anyone  live/work,  next  to  3 

corridor  of  trains  every  2-3  minutes?  .  $\ 

9.  What  are  the  health  issues  of  living/working/studying  near  the  electricity  set-up  used 

■f°r  HSR?  _ 

„  _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _  .u _ , . to  P Omm 


10.  If  HSR  were  tunneled,  how  would  the  aquifers  be  preserved? 


l 


J_-3C  ^  36 


11.  Palo  Alto  should  not  have  to  pay  for  a  tunnel,  as  this  is  not  their  project.  If  the 

State  wants  the  rail  to  travel  through  a  pleasant  suburban  town,  it  needs  to  arrange  for 
way  to  do  this  unobtrusively,  and  pay  for  the  arrangement.  J" 

12.  The  only  acceptable  route  to  San  Francisco  from  San  lose  would  be  along  Highway  101. r®'  mi Mf/ 
Why  not  here? 


IVA 

up.  ft™ 


13.  Why  not  end  HSR  in  San  lose  and  enable  continuing  passengers  to  easily  transfer  to 
newly  upgraded  electric  Baby  Bullet  Caltrain  for  the  final  journey?  New  expensive  /  ...  r-.  .  , 

construction  along  the  Peninsula  is  unnecessarily  redundant  with  the  already  existing  se% 

This  is  not  a  "green"  solution. 

The  massive  HSR  corridor  needed  is  completely  incompatible  with  the  existing  densely 
populated,  but  pleasant,  suburban  towns  between  San  Francisco  and  San  lose. 

If  above  ground  HSR  were  constructed,  what  safety  provisions  would  be  installed  ~to|^ ^ ^ 


14 


protect  from  derailment,  flying  particles,  etc? 


15.  How  would  adjacent  homeowners  be  compensated  with  eminent  domain?  We  live  on  the  tracks 
at  1563  Mariposa  Ave,  94306.  Our  lovely  home  that  we  had  planned  on  retiring  in,  was  worth 
well  over  1  Million  dollars  before  Prop  1A  barely  passed  (along  with  all  of  our  neighbors). 

We  are  already  suffering  a  loss  of  thousands  of  $  due  to  this  project.  If  all,  or  partial  em 
domain  were  exercised,  how  would  we  be  compensated?  Taking  the  rear  10  square  feet  of  our 
property  would  result  in  MUCH  less  than  a  10%  reduction  in  the  value  of  our  property. 

Besides  the  unlivable  arrangement  of  living  under  a  shadow  of  a  busy  train  corridor,  losing 
our  rear  carriage  house  garage  would  significantly  lower  the  value  and  livability  of  our 
small  (1000  sq  ft)  but  charming  (and 

historical)  house.  We  would  not  have  enough  storage  space  to  live  here,  and  too  much  of  our 
yard  would  be  lost. 


*evtv 
values 

cIow^lua 

\&\  uisfoytod 


Cynthia  Swenson 
Tom  D' Arezzo 
Arika  Britt  D' Arezzo 
Olivia  D' Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


,om:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  2:58  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message - 

From:  Cynthia  Swenson  [mailto:cswenson@stanfordalumni.org] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:59  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tom  D’ Arezzo 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Comments  for  the  High  Speed  Rail  Train  Authority  re  the  present  scoping  EIR  period  for  the 
Peninsula  segment: 

1.  How  would  any  above/below  ground  construction/operation  of  HSR  not  hurt  the  El  Palo  Alto 
designated  historically  important  redwood  tree  that  is  over  1,000  years  old? 

2.  How  will  the  Challenger  Grove  of  El  Palo  Alto  seedlings  in  Palo  Alto's  Peer's  Park  be 

protected?  / 

3.  How  will  the  Monarch  Butterfly  wintering  groves  along  the  train  corridor  be  protected?  I 


%  i 


o- 


4.  How  will  the  Calif  Tiger  Salamanders'  (an  EPA  Threatened  Species)  habitat  be  protected? 

We  have  seen  Salamanders  multiple  times  on  our  property  at  1563  Mariposa  Ave.,  Palo  Alto 
94306. 

5.  How  will  any  other  plant/animal  species’  habitat/migration  route  be  protected  from  the 

construction/operation  of  a  massive  train  corridor?  - 

nf  I 

6.  Palo  Alto  has  many  old,  historically  important  buildings.  Some  are  registered  ,  v<JoY^ 

nationally,  state-wide,  or  locally;  others  pending  or  could  be.  1 

These  must  not  be  disturbed.  A  partial  list  includes  the  main  train  station,  the  next  door  1 
Julia  Morgan  Hostess  House,  many  houses  with  rear  carriage  house  garages  on  the  corridor 
(Mariposa  Ave.),  the  train  bridge  next  to  El  Palo  Alto  tree,  and  the  street  underpasses  on —4 
Alma  St  at  University  and  Embarcadero  Avenues. 

i&r 

7.  How  will  disturbances  to  Palo  Alto  High  School  be  mitigated  re  noise,  dust,  vibration, 

loss  of  sunlight  and  land?  For  all  other  commercial  and  residential  property  directly  on  and 
nearby  the  corridor,  how  will  these  issues  be  mitigated?  This  includes  property  value  loss 
and  quality  of  life  loss.  How  could  the  visual  aesthetics  of  an  elevated  and  widened  train 
corridor  be  mitigated  to  anyone  living,  working,  or  visiting  the  area?  " 

ttpVDf’ 

How  many  trains  would  run  on  the  corridor  per  hour?  "  1’*  - +‘"' 


8. 


How  can  anyone  live/work  next  to 


corridor  of  trains  every  2-3  minutes? 


9.  What  are  the  health  issues  of  living/working/studying  near  the  electricity  set-up  used'  v 
for  HSR?  Ujfl 

.0.  If  HSR  were  tunneled,  how  would  the  aquifers  be  preserved?  3 


1 


l-sc 


11.  Palo  Alto  should  not  have  to  pay  for  a  tunnel,  as  this  is  not  their  project.  If  the  \j~ 
State  wants  the  rail  to  travel  through  a  pleasant  suburban  town,  it  needs  to  arrange  for  a 

to  do  this  unobtrusively,  and  pay  for  the  arrangement. 

12.  The  only  acceptable  route  to  San  Francisco  from  San  Dose  would  be  along  Highway  10l!~7  $  ^ 
Why  not  here? 

13.  Why  not  end  HSR  in  San  Dose  and  enable  continuing  passengers  to  easily  transfer  to  a 
newly  upgraded  electric  Baby  Bullet  Caltrain  for  the  final  journey?  New  expensive 
construction  along  the  Peninsula  is  unnecessarily  redundant  with  the  already  existing  set  ub.\ 


This  is  not  a  "green"  solution. 

The  massive  HSR  corridor  needed  is  completely  incompatible  with  the  existing  densely 
populated,  but  pleasant,  suburban  towns  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Dose. 

14.  If  above  ground  HSR  were  constructed,  what  safety  provisions  would  be  installed  to 
protect  from  derailment,  flying  particles,  etc? 


m 
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15.  How  would  adjacent  homeowners  be  compensated  with  eminent  domain?  We  live  on  the  tracks 
at  1563  Mariposa  Ave,  94306.  Our  lovely  home  that  we  had  planned  on  retiring  in,  was  worth 
well  over  1  Million  dollars  before  Prop  1A  barely  passed  (along  with  all  of  our  neighbors). 

We  are  already  suffering  a  loss  of  thousands  of  $  due  to  this  project.  If  all,  or  partial  em 
domain  were  exercised,  how  would  we  be  compensated?  Taking  the  rear  10  square  feet  of  our 
property  would  result  in  MUCH  less  than  a  10%  reduction  in  the  value  of  our  property. 

Besides  the  unlivable  arrangement  of  living  under  a  shadow  of  a  busy  train  corridor,  losing 
our  rear  carriage  house  garage  would  significantly  lower  the  value  and  livability  of  our 
small  (1000  sq  ft)  but  charming  (and 

historical)  house.  We  would  not  have  enough  storage  space  to  live  here,  and  too  much  of  our 
yard  would  be  lost. 


-t 

& 


Cynthia  Swenson 
Tom  D' Arezzo 
Arika  Britt  D'Arezzo 
Olivia  D'Arezzo 
1563  Mariposa  Ave. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Suggestion  for  HSR  in  Mt.  View,  CA 


From:  Jason  Sylvain  [mailto:jasonsylvain@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  4:05  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Suggestion  for  HSR  in  Mt.  View,  CA 
Hello, 

I  was  reading  about  the  proposed  grade  crossings  that  would  have  to  be  build  or  address  at  many  places 
the  Penmnsula  to  accomodate  the  High  Speed  Rail  line  that  many  Californians  support.  While  it  may  alrc 
be  under  consideration,  1  think  the  underpass  at  University  Ave.  in  Palo  Alto,  CA  should  be  a  model  for  o 
crossings  along  the  Penninsula.  especially  the  intersection  of  Castro  St.  in  Mt.  View  with  the  existing  Cal 
line. 

Jason  Sylvain 
Mt.  View,  CA 


1  -SC 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  A  Tachibana 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^  ^$5 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^ 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  HlOaC/ 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their ^J(y 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  /)  n 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^ 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  #\  v*o 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  Hi  W 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

A  Tachibana 

1520  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Hiro  Tachibana 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 

it-1  SO0W 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safetv?  ^  ooffi 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ^ 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ^ 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  ^  ‘ 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air&t  OySv**'  ' 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  -^| 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Hiro  Tachibana 

1520  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Dan  Talayco  [talayco@yahoo.com] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  9:14  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  support  the  building  of  a  high  speed  rail  system  down  the  existing  Caltrain  corridor.  I  \ 
would  be  particularly  happy  to  see  a  station  built  in  Mountain  View.  ) 


sv>yy 


T-Sc  4 HO 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 


San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


V  H 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EEIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

d  February  25  -  Millbrae  D  February  26- Palo  Alto  ^March  4  -  Redwood  City 


Name  (please  print):  Low]  fa  Cy  C  /  k?)  1  QJ'l'h*—  City:  ~PgIo  A  lit)  State:  CA  zip:  fys?/ 

_  Chur*/ «*/ Phone:  Fav. 


Title 
(if  applicable) 


Organization/Business  "7?  E-mail:  Otoh. 

(if  applicable):  - * - * - » -  — - - - 

Address:  A  ST,  -'Pale  A Hv.  cA \  <?¥?&/  la&K&A 


j^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


fhj 

(j^  da  l  “TT# in  %Oiv  be 

l&^rfrotytd'  / fc  <zs  ?4  2.//***  h*4te  fUt  o 

$?!>  'i'l&xfi  <z  *t*b<  rely 

(?)  /frt  &le-W‘i'beJ  eyf'b&H 


0  '$ 


tcxS'&e-bazUy  m&fc 


& 


4.1 


pit 

it-,  I** 


t*+id  hi i.rd&U'S  ci.'ty  u>i  ■H.  J  £/  Its C'Lt-b-V'&xfAy 

Coni'  huilJtHfs  ttfack.  cU&h  — ♦  Tv 

'Tflb  Aji?  *  k&tc  be  '  c,lc0$e  *t^  (  Hfjr  (&<&£  Clfyi 
cine  fj?  setvicc  Sjtueforci'  fou*  isemfy  ^ 

S+cudfr'k  skoffiuy  1*cUo  U'jfk'Teei  /fttfessmal 

b  u. jUtfia  s.  ( ftlfkgr  t^loytoofr-  ce,H-hr*)j  -fzltJ  A-l-h  Ve.Asoajeih 
Uf<z  l Web  jMggpg  lev-lerefroieu^  hares  ira^-fra^h-Hc*. 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included.in.our-rec 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


I -sc 
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April  2,  2009 


VED 

APR  3  2009 

. 


Dan  Leavitt  SENT  VIA  US  MAIL  &  FAX 

Deputy  Director 

ATTN:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Re:  EIR/EIS  Scope  for  High-Speed  Rail  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 


Dear  Dan: 


Tarlton  Properties,  Inc.  is  the  owner/occupant  of  an  office  building  located 
adjacent  to  the  proposed  H5R/Cal-Train  route.  Furthermore,  several  of  the 
principals  of  Tarlton  Properties  live  within  blocks  of  this  route. 


We  have  the  following  comments  and  concerns  for  the  EIR/EIS  scoping  on  this 


project. 


,-A-C 


Ia 


1.  Avoid  unacceptable  impacts  to  surrounding  businesses,  neighborhoods,  etcj  j 


(including  safety,  traffic,  noise,  dirt,  air  quality,  etc.) 


— 'A 


u  . 


system  along  the  peninsula  (or  portions  thereof).  This  may  also  avoid  or  lessern 
the  need  for  additional  eminent  domain  takings  because  it  allows  for  the  use  of  ?  \ 

the  existing  ROW  and,  at  the  same  time,  allows  for  additional  revenue  to  be  “]  f 


generated  and  productive  uses  to  be  made  of  the  area  above  ground  (i.e.  for 
affordable  housing  projects  or  mixed  use  retail/office  with  residential  above)T 
This  will  help  address  the  jobs/housing  imbalance  in  many  communities  along  cfc.  \ 
the  peninsula,  including  Palo  Alto,  and  allow  for  residential  uses  within  a  maj(  >r 
transportation  corridor,  thereby  reducing  or  eliminating  die  dependence  on  ^  I 


automobiles  by  many.  Undergrounding  will  also  eliminate  grade  separation 
issues  at  a  number  of  already  difficult  intersections,  avoids  kids  crossingjhi* \  ^  j 

tracks  to  get  to  and  from  school,  eliminates  traffic  conflictsjcar  verses  train), *)  ^  \  vo/)aJ  L 
(allows  quicker  emergency^response  times  by  first  responders  in  the  event  of  an\^  (Mjw  ^ 

j\y{ 


(mergency  on  one  or  the  other  side  of  the  tracks,  i9  more  in  keeping  with  tb 
eninsula  neighborhood  atmosphere,  is  cleaner,  produces  less  above  ground 
oise  (and  the  train  "whistle"  awakenings  during  sleep  hours),  allows  for  "green" 


Tarlton  Properties,  Inc. 
955  Alma  Street 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


Phone  (650)  330-3600 
FAX  (650)  330-3636 

Real  Estate;  Development,  Brokerage,  Property  and  Construction  Management 


1'5C^2 


uses  above  ground,  potentially  allows  for  more  permeable  area  so  less  drainage  \  iJ 

issues,  is  visually  more  aesthetic  (no  wires  above  ground),  etc.  An  elevated  [  ^\  V)  \  ^ 
system  is  aesthetically  displeasing,  noisy,  inherently  less  safe  (allows  for  access 
by  potential  suicide  victims),  creates  potential  car  verses  train  conflicts,  burdens 
the  air  with  "rail  dust"  (which  al90  coats  buildings  and  streets  with  black  dust 
that  gets  washed  to  the  Bay),  etc. 


2.  Consider,  evaluate,  analyze  and  mitigate  impacts  to  local  businesses  and 
property  owners  in  the  vicinity  of  the  construction  activities  during  and 
following  the  entire  course  of  construction  (not  just  at  the  end),  including 
ensuring  employee  and  customer  access,  adequate  business  signage,  noise 
mitigation,  vibration  mitigation,  compensation  for  lost  business  and  other 
impacts  during  and  after  construction,  regular  and  ongoing  dust  and  dirt 
mitigation,  avoidance  of  utility  outages,  avoidance  and  mitigation  of  damage  to 
existing  roads  and  other  property  including  ongoing  maintenance  of  damaged 
roads,  avoid  delays  to  emergency  vehicle  crossings  during  and  after 
construction,  Specifically,  in  Palo  Alto,  avoid  closure  or  impacts  on  traffic  flow 
on  Alma  Street  and/or  closure  of  current  east/west  travel  across  Alma  Street  and 
across  existing  rail  ROW  at  existing  intersections  during  construction  -  i.e.  avoid 
impacts  to  local  traffic  and  local  businesses  in  the  area  of  construction  activities. 
Such  an  elevated  system,  no  matter  how  well  executed,  would  result  in  visual 
blight,  irreparably  harming  the  City  of  Palo  Alto,  and  more  particularly,  the 
property  owners  adjacent  to  the  ROW.  The  potential  environmental  impacts  of 
such  a  raised  system  are  among  other  items: 


%  i 
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a)  reduced/impaired  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  from  one  side  of  the 

tracks  (one  side  of  town)  to  the  other.  Even  if  access  points  are  created 
or  re-created,  the  use  of  these  points  is  heavily  dependent  on  or  correlated  1 
with  the  environmental  quality  of  such  access  points  (including  among 
other  things:  amount  of  natural  light,  the  openness  thereof,  the  feeling 
of  safety  while  in  the  access  point,  the  level  of  noise  inside  the  access 
point,  etc.  ^ 

b)  substantially  increased  noise  , 

c)  substantially  increased  dust  "Ml^W 

d)  visual  blight,  cutting  view  corridors  to  the  foothills/reducing  natural 
light  (particularly  for  those  properties  on  the  "east"  side  of  the  ROW), 
creating  the  perception  of  a  DIVIDE  between  the  two  halves  of  the  Gty^ 
etc. 

e)  reduction  of  the  permeable  area  on  and  around  the  existing  ROW, 
increasing  the  burden  on  an  already  overtaxed  storm  drain  system 


4 
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within  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  AND  further  reducing  the  natural  recharge 
of  the  aquifers,  etc. 


3,  Evaluate  alternative  station  locations.  Without  a  station  on  the  peninsula, 
there  will  be  a  large  section  of  the  Bay  Area  without  easy  access  to  the  high  speed| 
train  system.  Without  a  station  on  the  peninsula,  it  will  require  potential  users  to 
drive  to  (and  park  in)  San  Jose  or  San  Francisco  at  increased  cost,  increased 
highway  congestion,  etc.  Palo  Alto  is  a  far  superior  location  for  a  peninsula 
station  than  Redwood  City.  Factors  to  be  considered  in  favor  of  a  Palo  Alto 
station  should  include,  among  others,  the  following:  (a)  Palo  Alto  is  centrally 
located  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jo9e,  (b)  access  to  Stanford  Medical 
Center,  Lucile  Packard  Children's'  Hospital  and  Palo  Alto  Medical 
Foundation  (including  nationally  recognized  cancer  treatment  facilities  and 
national  specialists  in  a  number  of  medical  specialty  areas),  (c)  access  to 
Stanford  University,  including  cultural  offerings  (i.e.  theatre,  concerts,  lectures, 
etc.)  and  9ports  facilities  (including  possible  venues  for  future  Olympics  in  the 
Bay  Area  or  other  national  or  regional  sporting  events),  (d)  access  to  Stanford 
Shopping  Center  (recognized  as  a  regional  shopping  mall  with  one  of  the  highest 
draws  and  sales  tax  in  the  nation),  (e)  access  to  surrounding  recreational  and 
open  space  area9  for  a  variety  of  recreational  opportunities,  (f)  access  to  Palo 
Alto's  University  Avenue  and  California  Avenue  retail  and  restaurants 
(including  a  high  concentration  of  ethnically  diverse  restaurants),  and  access  to 
Palo  Alto's  high  tech/R&D/professional  business/venture  capital  employment 
center,  etc. 

4.  Consider  alternative  energy  sources  (wind,  solar,  etc.).  Avoid  visual  impact 
of  wires  above  ground  -  die  proliferation  of  above  ground  electrification  is  an  eye 
sore  and  is  contrary  to  the  movement  over  the  last  50  years  to  require 
undergrounding  of  all  utilities  (including  power,  water,  cable,  phone,  etc.). 


5.  Consider,  evaluate,  analyze  and  mitigate  impacts  from  installation  of 
infrastructure  along  the  rail  path  to  allow  for  Wi-Fi  access  for  the  length  of  the 
system.  This  could  require  installation  of  transmission  towers  and/or  power 
hook  ups  on  the  trains  themselves. 

6.  The  cumulative  impacts  to  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  and  more  particularly  the 
Property  owners  adjacent  to  the  ROW  from  the  increased  use  of  CalTrain  and 
recent  higher  speed  CalTrains  has  already  reached  an  unacceptable  level.  The 
significant  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  HSR  project  must  be 


evaluated  within  this  context  (the  adjacent  properties  and  the  property  owners 
are  already  up  against  the  wall  from  an  environmental  impact  perspective. 


Yours  truly, 

Tarlton  Properties,  Inc. 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Linda  Tashkan 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  ^ 1 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^  ^s\yO 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  An 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  P1  ^ 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  .  .  v  ^ 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ""  u  / 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  #  ! 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  \ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Linda  Tashkan 

3425  Kenneth  Dr,  Palo  Alto  94303 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Rita  Tetzlaff  [rtetzlaff@comcast.net] 

Sent: 

Thursday,  April  02,  2009  5:08  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

High  Speed  rail  through  Palo  Alto 

Hello, 

I’d  like  to  have  the  following  concerns  addressed  for  the  Peninsula  corridor  from  San  Jose  to 
San  Francisco: 


f 


1)  Ensure  the  ridership  justifies  the  expense  -  how  many  people  will  be  riding  all  the  wa 
from  San  Jose  to  SFO  (i.e.  not  folks  that  will  need  to  stop  in  the  Peninsula  and  hence 
transfer  to  Cal  Trail).  I'd  like  to  see  numbers  for  this.  Terminating  the  high  speed  rai 
in  San  Jose  should  be  fully  explored. 


r$p 


1 


a.11  j>an  juic  diiuujLu  uc  i  uiiy  ca|oj-ui  cu.  — ~  ^ 

2)  Use  the  Altamonte  pass  to  get  to  SFO  -  this  needs  to  be  fully  explored  as  well.  The  onlyA^^PM.  * 


way  the  train  should  come  through  the  Peninsula  is  under  ground,  so  this  is  the  cost  that 
should  be  compared.  Is  it  more  cost  effective  to  go  underground  through  the  Peninsula  or  us 
the  Altamonte  pass. 


JL3 
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the  Altamonte  pass.  ; —  4— 

3)  Explore  using  HWY  101  as  a  means  of  connecting  SFO  and  the  SFO  airport.  Using  the  Cal  15 

Train  corridor  does  NOT  connect  the  airport,  but  instead  connects  Millbrae,  which  is  not  the 

same.  If  the  goal  is  to  connect  the  airport  then  the  train  must  pass  through  the  airport 

4)  I  do  not  believe  and  above  ground  train  through  the  Peninsula  can  meet  the  stated  goals  in7  iyv'~u\.Src 
the  earlier  reports,  with  regard  to  noise,  not  being  near  schools,  medical  centers,  and  not  \  .P-5* 
disrupting  current  city  plans.  It's  clearly  impossible  to  meet  the  stated  goals  when  goings 
through  Palo  Alto,  so  how  can  this  be  justified.  Are  you  abandoning  the  original  goals?  II 
so,  a  new  vote  needs  to  be  taken,  given  new  goals. 


Regards, 

Rita  Tetzlaff 
1835  Newell  Road 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303 
650-327-8655 


Rail 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Rebecca  Thomas  [mailto:rcuthomas@graail.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:56  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Go,  High  Speed  Train!  As  a  Palo  Alto  resident  and  previous  Mountain  View  resident,  I  look 
forward  to  seeing  the  environmental  improvements,  new  jobs,  technological  progress,  and 
travel  efficiency  that  will  result  from  the  new  High  Speed  Train  in  our  area.  I  cannot  wait 
to  see  ground  breaking  on  this  project  and  hope  that  it  benefits  from  President  Obama's 
economic  stimulus  plan.  (Our  toddler  son  will  be  thrilled  to  watch  the  construction  taking 
place,  as  well.  :) 

I  have  heard  that  the  proposed  route  will  take  the  High  Speed  Train  along  the  Caltrain  tracks 
next  to  Alma  Expressway  in  our  area.  This  seems  appropriate,  and  I  trust  that  the  design  will 
be  both  safe  and  environmentally  sound  (not  increasing  noise  or  air  pollution  significantly 
or  in  excess  of  California  or  EPA  limits).  I  do  not  take  issue  with  widening  (and  potential 
resulting  tear-down  of  houses)  that  may  be  necessary  along  the  sides  of  this  route,  because 
the  benefits  of  the  High  Speed  Train  far  outweigh  the  removal  of  houses,  especially  with  the 
real  estate  market  currently  abounding  with  many  months  of  housing  supply. 

Thank  you! 

Mrs.  R.  Thomas 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Tuesday,  April  21,  2009  3:13  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  CA  High  Speed  Train  comment 


-----Original  Message - 

From:  Rebecca  T  [mailto:rcuthomas@gmail.com; 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  4:22  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  CA  High  Speed  Train  comment 


My  family  and  I  are  very  much  looking  forward  to  using  the  California  High  Speed  Train  , 

system.  We  enthusiastically  anticipate  its  bringing  our  region  and  state  more  efficient, 
speedier  travel.  s 


However,  as  Palo  Alto  residents,  we  are  concerned  that  the  new  train  system  not  negatively 
affect  the  environment  and  feel  of  our  community.  An  elevated  train  as  depicted  in  this 
architect’s 
rendering: 


'  www. youtube . com/watch  ? v=TkdsvYSK87f 


would  have  quite  a  damaging  visual  and  aesthetic  impact,  whereas  an  underground  or  trench  1 
rail  system  would  allow  the  neighborhoods  to  remain  more  intact  and  more  usable.  A  raisedA^^,^^^ 
train,  with  concomitant  noise,  dirt,  dust,  and  air  displacement  (wind),  would  dramatically  \V 
change  how  pedestrians  and  bikers  use  adjacent  and  crossing  roads,  as  well  as  likely  depred^ 
property  values  along  Alma  /  Central  Expressway. 

In  order  of  desirability,  we  prefer  (1)  an  underground  tunnel  system,  over  (2)  a  trench] 
system,  over  (3)  an  elevated  system.  We  hope  you  will  take  these  considerations  into  accpuntT'' — 


Thank  you, 

Mrs.  Rebecca  Thomas 
Midtown  Palo  Alto,  CA 


i 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  February  25  -  Millbrae  ^February  26  -  Palo  Alto  □  March  4  -  Redwood  City 

Name  (please  print):  JjA  TWfV  I**”" _  City:  A  f4o _  State:  CA  Zip:  J2>] 

Title  (if  applicable): _ _  Phone#*)  *327  f)  %OQ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _  E-mail: 


Fax: 


Address: 


333 _ 'ShtoTA  ?rr /iv/g  ?flrio 

J^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Ouot/(Jl  (ib  l£>  $m.  #  i*%  Q/c  Af'k* 

no  Sf/rS*-  <~pLL  '5  X 

Of  &&£?</ t*f*i  m  fU  fio 


:  MAR  9  2003 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


J-5  L 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Karen  Thorne 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  i 


in 


tfi 


S10 


very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ,  _ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  **  ’ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  \$'0 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^ 

IL  i  lCl'03  I  , 


, - - "  -  * - w..  (Cl  ^3  l  ^ 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  v 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Karen  Thorne 

625  Lowell  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

1-^  8 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  R.E.  Thorne 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


>4^ 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  y 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  #( 


Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  Jfcb 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  i>rC 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air.^|  0^0^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

R.E.  Thorne 

625  Lowell  Ave,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Cristina  Thorson  [thorsonmct@gmail.com] 
Sunday,  March  08,  2009  1:56  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 


I  am  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto  with  a  home  across  the  street  from  the  current  Cal  Train  tracks. 

I  would  like  to  express  serious  concerns  over  the  impact  high  speed  rail  above  ground  would  have  on  me  and^Ttb 
my  neighbors.  I  fe^  a  decline  in  quality  of  life  and  especially  property  values  (and  what  else  have  we  got  these! 

elevatecUracks  ”  lf  HSR  8°eS  through  above  §r0UEd’  usin§  eminent  domain  to  widen  tracks,  or  goes  in  a nj  — ^ 


I  very  strongly  support  the  alternative  of  tunneling  the  train  through  Palo  A\to^^J^\KV\At\ 


■ewuWAh^icyvuuVl 


I’m  a  supporter  and  user  of  train  travel.  I  hope  that  tunneling  will  be  accepted  as  a  way  to  provide 
rail  in  California  without  so  seriously  and  negatively  impacting  its  citizens  and  neighborhoods. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration,  ^  \{  £CY\duQ  ^ 


speed 

2/fvu'\irte( 


Cristina  Thorson 
4144  Park  Blvd 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
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Kris  Livingston 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:42  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Michael  Tompert  [mailto:michael@tompert.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  March  02,  2009  7:11  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hello  again. 

I  understand 
My  studio  is 
station.  Can 
Thanks ! 


there  is  or  might  be  a  study  in  this  regard. 

100  feet  from  the  rail  lines  and  just  2  minutes  from  the  Palo  Alto  train 
you  please  include  me  in  this  study? 


LtJpl  iwfo 


Michael  Tompert 
Raygun  Studio 
514  High  Street,  Atelier 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
(650)  324-3402 


X  -5C  ^52 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:42  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  In  support  of  HSR  in  Palo  Alto 


From:  Michael  Tompert  [mailto:michael@tompert.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  March  02,  2009  7:07  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  In  support  of  HSR  in  Palo  Alto 


Hello. 

As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  I  am  writing  to  express  my  support  for  High  Speed  Rail  in  California 
in  general  and  up  the  San  Francisco  Peninsula  in  particular.  \ 

Having  had  the  amazing  experience  of  traveling  with  the  ICE  train  in  Germany  last  year  from  Heidelberg  !^2''fa(ZA,£\'A 
to  Cologne  with  a  stop  right  in  the  middle  of  the  Frankfurt  Airport  in  a  fraction  of  the  time  it  takes  to  do  tile 
same  trip  on  the  Autobalm  I  got  to  experience  first  hand  what  it  really  means  to  travel  from  one  downtowijt  | 
to  another  without  having  to  deal  with  cars,  driving,  shuttles  and  shoe  x-rays. 

It  truly  felt  like  stepping  into  an  episode  of  the  Jetsons. 


So  as  Californians  have  expressed  their  support  to  modernize  and  bring  California  "up  to  speed" 
you  will  always  face  a  small  but  very  vocal  minority.  I've  seen  renderings  with  the  intent 
to  conjure  up  images  of  prison  walls  and  rhetoric  like  "Berlin  Wall"  used  by  some  Palo  Altans 
who  are  opposed  to  the  project  which  is  pretty  amazing  to  me. 


From  what  I  understand  HSR  was  also  met  with  minority  opposition  in  Germany,  including  the 
environmentalists  if  you  can  believe  that,  something  they  probably  regret  now  or  would  like  to  folrget 
now  that  Germany  and  actually  most  of  Europe  has  a  fully  functioning  and  incredibly  convenient!  and 
smart  alternative  to  the  automobile  and  planes,  truly  last  centuries'  technologies. 


2xjs4eAv\ 


Thank  you. 


Michael  Tompert 
Raygun  Studio 
514  High  Street 
Atelier 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 
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KrisJJvincjston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:02  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  —  a  comment  in  favor... 


From:  Margaret  Tompkins  [mailto:tompkins@stanford.edu] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  11:01  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  -  a  comment  in  favor... 
September  29,  2009 


Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project  F.IS/EIR 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority,  925  L 
Street,  Suite  1425,  Sacramento  CA,  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Leavitt, 

You  will  probably  not  receive  many  positive  comments  like  mine,  but  1  would  like  to  state  that  I  support  high  Hr  a 
speed  rail,  even  if  it  means  using  the  existing  Caltrain  corridor  through  Palo  Alto,  California,  which  is  near  my 
house  and  in  my  neighborhood.  I  think  that  we  have  to  move  forward  with  alternative  transportation  solutions 
even  if  they  run  through  cities  and  take  us  from  a  "suburban"  to  an  urban  environment. 

As  a  fourth-generation  Californian,  I  would  have  loved  it  if  California  had  remained  a  smaller,  much  less 
developed  state  (known  more  for  fruit  trees  than  Silicon  Valley  and  LA  Freeways!),  but,  at  this  point,  we  need 
efficient  public  transportation  desperately. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret  Tompkins 


Margaret  Tompkins 

Assistant  to  Hans  Ulrich  Gumbrecht 

Depts.  of  Comparative  Literature  and  French  &  Italian 

Stanford  University- 

450  Serra  Mall,  Main  Quad  /  Bldg.  260-128 


Stanford,  CA  94305  USA 
Tel.  650-723-1356 
Fax  650-723-0482 


l 


T-5C  M5~3 


JoVr,  TYayrtOr 

X-K_ 


^5? 


<< 

Ui  ts> 

S'  oT 

«£  c 


CO  <= 

g  3 

9>  -ti 

13 

03 

o 

£ 

3 

oo  o 

03  Q)  Q) 

-i 

1 

o 

-y 

o  a 

O 

Iff 

1 

Please  do  not  hesitate  to  request  any  further  information  or  clarification 


john  s  traynor  30  Churchill  avenue  patoalto  ca  34306-1006  phone/fax  650  323  7200 


(raised  track/high  wire  configuration 

Hinh-SnAAri  Roil  Dflsinn 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 

Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  {return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (please  print):~j\  (d  j-{  _ t  _  City:  3~Z)S  fc _  StaieC~7^  Zip:  chjzf- 

Title  (if applicable): _  Phone:  'fO  IT "  24>  ^  Fax: _ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): _  E-mail:  ~f~ f  <Q.  4~4  GY\  Cjj  HT  iVvot  S  p  ¥  >  Y\  C|  .  C  C^YYl 

Address  COf  K  L/VJ£  ,  SA^  cnxS  ■  04  _ 

)2j  Yes.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 


[REGFiVKI 

FEB  2  3  2009 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6.  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


X-6C  M54 


To  whom  it  may  concern: 


I  am  not  surprised  that  opposition  is  brewing  regarding  the  CA  High  Speed  Rail  route 
between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose. 


I  attended  the  High  Speed  Rail  Meeting  in  Santa  Clara  on  January  29.  I  arrived  at 
3:10PM  and  left  at  3:35PM.  I  found  the  meeting  to  be  a  poorly  organized  attempt  at 
informing  the  public  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  Route  between  SF  and  SJ. 

The  31  aerial  maps  showing  the  Caltrain  and  proposed  High  Speed  Rail  Corridor  between 
the  two  cities  were  in  one  pile  on  a  table.  A  resident  from  Menlo  Park  was  trying  to  find 
the  aerial  photo  which  involved  her  property  adjacent  to  the  Caltrain  tracks.  A  couple 
was  looking  for  the  Caltrain/High  Speed  Rail  alignment  for  San  Jose.  Another  couple 
was  looking  for  the  Mountain  View  map.  A  third  person  was  looking  for  an  aerial  map 
of  the  alignment  along  Monterey  Highway  at  Branham  Lane  which  wasn’t  included  at  the 
open  house. 


Why  couldn’t  the  aerial  maps  have  been  posted  on  the  walls  in  sequential  order  beginning 
with  San  Francisco  and  ending  with  San  Jose?  This  certainly  would  have  made  it  easier 
for  attendees  to  follow  the  route,  check  for  area(s)  of  concern,  and  would  have  allowed 
High  Speed  Rail  Representatives  to  circulate  more  easily  answering  questions  people  had, 
as  they  checked  the  maps. . . .  unless  the  CA  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  was  purposefully 
trying  to  avoid  questions  regarding  right  of  way  and  eminent  domain. 


I  was  very  disappointed  in  the  open  house.  I  didn’t  stay  for  the  4PM  presentation  as  that  MtfVWAllA 

came  as  a  complete  surprise;  no  mention  of  a  formal  presentation  was  stated  in  the  em  ail  . 

I  received  about  this  meeting,  and  due  to  evening  traffic  problems,  I  decided  to  leave  ^ 

early.  &  ° 

I  voted  for  CA  High  Speed  Rail  and  for  BART  to  San  Jose.  As  a  San  Jose  resident,  it  is  1  J-'  'r'r^ 

time  the  tenth  most  populous  city  in  the  US,  the  third  most  populous  city  in  the  state,  and 
the  largest  city  in  the  Bay  Area  have  better  transit  connections  to  the  Bay  Area  and  the  - 
rest  of  California.  However,  I  am  disappointed  the  CA  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  helcf  3  / 
such  a  poorly  organized  open  house  and  hope  future  public  meetings  will  better  cWY tkXk\ 

communicate  with  the  public.  v — . 


Sincerely, 

Richard  Tretten 
San  Jose,  CA  95125 


T-Sc  ‘iSS, 


Kris  Livingston 

From:  mtrubman@aol.com 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04, 2009  6:37  PM  ^>^1 

To:  HSR  Comments  {jjr 

Subject:  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  HSR  , 

Dear  Sir,  I  am  writing  to  express  my  dismay  at  having  the  high  speed  rail  come  through  Palo  Alto.  I  saw 
drawings  of  the  elevated  platform  and  think  that  it  is  an  eyesore  and  that  it  will  significantly  reduce  the  quality  J 

In  Dnln  A  1+f.  TVio  i-w-xico  k.  r\f  cr~\  mom?  tra’nc  rrninrr  Tv\r  ic  mind  Knfiol  i  n  (T  T  51  m  Wdrripd  nbAllt  flA  AT"l1  l 


mtrubman@aol.com 

Saturday,  April  04,  2009  6:37  PM 

HSR  Comments 

San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  HSR 


the  whole  peninsula  to  get  this  done.  I  feel  like  this  is  getting  rammed  down  our  throats  without  much 
consideration  to  the  people  most  being  affected. 

I  would  be  more  open  to  discussions  about  going  underground  through  Palo  Alto. 

Please  consider  this  as  a  better  option. 


Melanie  Trubman 


i 


I -SC 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:55  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- - Original  Message - 

From:  joel.truher@gmail.com  [mailto: joel.truher@gmail.com]  On  Behalf  Of  Joel  Truher 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  12,  2009  11:42  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Tammy  Truher 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  HST 


$2  Q>  ^  FV 


Thanks  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  HST.  I  live  about  1000  feet  from  the  current 
CalTrain  tracks  in  Palo  Alto,  and  anticipate  that  the  HST  project  will  significantly  degrade 
the  environment  of  my  neighborhood,  as  well  as  all  the  other  neighborhoods  along  the 
corridor,  partly  due  to  right-of-way  expansion,  new  grade  separations,  and  additional  noise. 


I  would  suggest  that  the  EIR/EIS  consider  the  option  of  placing  the  entire  route  between  San 
lose  and  San  Francisco  below  grade,  which  would  minimize  the  disruption  to  the  large  number -J 
of  existing  grade-level  intersections  in  my  neighborhood,  and  also  somewhat  reduce  noise'“fcb  | 
emission  and  the  visual  impact  of  the  project.  _ \ 


\4A  , 

4  2- 


The  alternative  of  moving  the  entire  railway  above  grade  (as  it  is  in  much  of  San  Carlos  and 
Belmont)  would  change  the  character  of  the  entire  corridor  for  the  worse,  and  there  isn't 
space  to  do  it  without  either  huge  concrete  walls  (to  minimize  the  corridor  width),  or  if 
earth  fill  were  used,  the  corridor  would  need  to  be  very  wide,  requiring  removal  of  huge 
swaths  of  housing.  The  Alma  corridor  is  already  harsh  enough  without  a  new,  twenty-foot-high 
concrete  wall,  which  would  reflect  all  the  road  noise  into  the  nearby  neighborhoods,  reduce 
road  safety  by  eliminating  emergency  parking,  and  cast  a  dark,  cold  shadow  across  the  road 
for  much  of  every  day.  - 


\j^dx\S  , 


'-y  ‘QourJ. 

» i/V  a  n 


The  alternative  of  lowering  the  roadway  at  each  intersection  would  radically  impact  the  j,  i 

entire  length  of  Alma  and  the  surrounding  neighborhoods,  pushing  the  roadway  below  flood  xt  ' 

level  at  each  intersection,  and  placing  a  barrier  in  the  commute  path  of  local  high  schooJL_ 
student  bicyclists  and  pedestrians.  The  existing  grade  separations  in  Palo  Alto,  except  for 
University,  are  essentially  impassible  by  pedestrians  and  dangerous  for  bicycles.  The  Alma  ISA'TtJ 
corridor  is  already  harsh  enough  without  new  barriers  to  green,  local  transportation.  _ 1 


Thanks  for  considering  my  suggestion. 


Name:  Joel  Truher\ 

City:  Palo  Alto 
State:  CA 
Zip:  94306 

Phone:  415-269-2183  (cel) 
Fax:  none 

E-mail:  ioel@truher.org 
Title  (if  applicable): 


l 


T-5L  ^57 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

Address:  4097  Scripps  Ave 

Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters, 
mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns, 
focus  on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact 
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives, 
mitigation,  measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  April  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  February  25  -  Millbrae 


Name  (please  print): 
Title  (if  applicable): 


O  O' 


February  26  -  Palo  Alto 

T  <>/■■•  t 


□  March  4  -  Redwood  City 
_  City: 


State: 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 


Phone.  ( \  l- 
E-mail:  •- 


Address: 


C'fz-v  4  \ 


C^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices 
Please  comment  clearly. 
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Zip:  j  \ 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  April  6,  2009. 

Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 


l-sc  458 


Kris  Livingston  _ 

From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  T uesday,  April  21 ,  2009  2:59  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  Peter  Tsui  [mailto:peterltsui@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  11:23  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  Sir, 

I  live  two  blocks  away  from  the  current  railroad  tracks  in  Palo  Alto's  South  Gate  area. 


I  only  got  to  know  that  the  high  speed  rail  will  go  through  the  CalTrain  route  less  than  2  months  ago.  Here| 
are  my  concerns:- 


(1)  Unsightly  and  Huge,  Elevated  Structure. 


- - „  „ 

Alto  area.  And  I  am  really  concerned  that  the  resulting  unsightly  and  huge,  elevated  structure  does  not  fit  Dut 
will  destroy  the  beautiful  and  serene  tree  lined  neighborhood  environment  and  atmosphere  of  this  part  of  F  alo 
Alto. 


(2)  Noise  Level  Increase,  both  in  magnitude  in  decibel,  frequency,  and  the  range  it  reaches  -  and  the  resulting 
effects  on  health  and  productivity  of  people. 


This  too  will  bring  a  major  change  to  the  entire  neighborhood  and  1  do  not  know  whether  sufficient  study 
has  been  made  on  the  noise  level  in  magnitutde,  frequency  and  range  and  how  it  impacts  the  health,  well  beinjg, 
and  productivitiy  of  people  living,  working,  and  studying  near  the  train  tracks.  This  includes  different  age 
groups  like  seniors,  high  school  students,  patients  at  Palo  Alto  Medical  Foundation,  and  residents  of  homes  a^id 
hotels  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  train  tracks. 


(3)  Safety  and  Emergency  Measures  in  case  of  Train  Accidents. 


With  so  many  type  and  number  of  trains  (high  speed,  CalTrain,  Freight)  running  through  a  fairly  densely 
populated  area  as  Palo  Alto,  with  the  nearby  high  school  and  medical  facilities,  I  wonder  how  prepared  we 
would  be  if  disaster  strikes  in  terms  of  train  accidents  like  collisions,  derailing,  terrorist  actions,  and  on  and  oh. 
If  a  major  accident  happens  this  close  to  the  high  school  and  medical  facility  as  well  as  all  the  residents  around 
the  train  tracks,  the  result  is  unthinkable,  but  it  must  be  planned  out  and  well  accounted  for  well  in  advance 
before  going  forward  with  the  project.  _J 


(4)  Traffic. 


The  current  North  South  traffic  on  Alma,  El  Camino  Real,  and  especially  the  East  West  corridors  in  Palo 
Alto  (Oregon  Expressway,  Churchil,  Charleston,  etc.)  are  very  very  congested  already.  I  have  not  heard  how 
the  excess  traffic  caused  by  this  high  speed  rail  system,  and  especially  if  stations  are  constructed  in  downtown 


T-5C  M'S] 


Palo  Alto,  will  be  dealt  with. 


Thank  you  very  much  for  your  consideration  of  these  concerns,  j 
Sincerely, 


Peter  and  Sharon  Tsui 
Residents  of  Palo  Alto 
SouthGate  Neighborhood. 


650-387-6573 

650-838-9333 


it-  tl’cevufu&iDW 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:36  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  Comment  for  EIR/EIS 


From:  Julie  Turner  [mailto:turner@turnerboyd.com] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  04,  2009  9:08  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Comment  for  EIR/EIS 

I  live  in  Palo  Alto  and  am  very  concerned  about  what  I  perceive  to  be  the  downplaying  of  the  negative  impacts  (air  ^  \ 
pollution,  noise  pollution,  visual  pollution  and  other  disruptions)  to  our  community. 


write  to  make  the  following  suggestion,  to  be  investigated  as  part  of  the  EIR/EIS  process. 


Specifically  this:  keep  the  train  tracks  at  the  same  level  they  are  now.  Tunnel/depress  the  intersections  (Alma,  Churchill,  ,»  * 

Meadow  and  Charleston)  just  as  the  Oregon  Expressway  is  depressed  under  the  current  CalTrain  tracks,  using  turn-outs^  jfici* 

for  drivers  to  access  Alma.  Surround  the  train  tracks  with  sound  walls  of  10-15’  in  height.  Lastly,  landscape  on  either  side-M 
of  the  sound  walls.  ^ 

Finally,  instead  of  exercising  eminent  domain  on  the  homes  that  line  Park  Boulevard  and  other  streets  along  the  route,  ^  ckt 
encroach  into  Alma  for  any  necessary  increase  in  ROW,  thereby  reducing  Alma  to  one  lane  each  direction.  .  .  * 

I  believe  that  this  is  technically  feasible  and  may  actually  cost  less  than  the  current  projected  per-mile  price.  Furthermore,  • 

I  believe  that  this  will  result  in  far  fewer  eminent  domain  takings.  1  #-9 


Respectfully, 
Julie  S.  Turner 


1 


J-Sc  H(c& 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Julie  Turner  [tumer@turnerboyd.com] 
Monday,  April  06,  2009  1:58  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Please  consider  the  following  in  connection  with  the  EIR/EIS: 

There  are  certain  neighborhoods  along  the  Peninsula  that  would  be 
towering  over  them.  Mine  is  one  such  neighborhood. 


I  understand  that  grade  separation  is  required  for  trains  traveling  over  a  certain  maximum  speed.  I  would  like  the 
Authority  to  consider  having  the  HSR  travel  below  that  maximum  speed  through  such  neighborhoods,  thereby  GQPP& 


ameliorating  the  need  for  grade  separation  in  those  locations. 


Please  consider  this  as  an  amelioration  of  the  negative  visual  and  sound  impacts  in  residential  neighborhoods,  and  I 
provide  information  on  how  much  extra  time  this  would  truly  require  (I  suspect  it  would  amount  to  less  than  10-15  mlrat^-T'^ 
all  told)  and  genuine  estimates  on  the  impact  of  ridership.  J^CaIc.  ^ 

I  would  also  ask  that  the  HSR  consider  having  one  dedicated  track  instead  of  two  in  such  areas,  so  as  to  mirmTiize  or 
eliminate  the  need  for  eminent  domain  of  adjoining  properties.  The  use  of  one  track  is  feasible  if  the  timing  of  trie  trains  is 
coordinated.  e^vu 

Julie  S.  Turner,  Esq. 


Turner  Boyd  LLP 
2625  Middlefield  Rd.  #675 
Palo  Alto,  CA.  94306 

650-494-1530  (direct) 
408-914-1456  (cell) 
650-472-8028  (fax) 
tumer@turnerbovd.com 
www.turnerbovd.com 


This  email  may  contain  material  that  is  confidential,  privileged  and/or  attorney  work  product  for  the  sole  use  of 
the  intended  recipient.  Any  review,  reliance  or  distribution  by  others  or  forwarding  without  express  permission 
is  strictly  prohibited.  If  you  are  not  the  intended  recipient,  please  contact  the  sender  and  delete  all  copies. 


l-sc  MW 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:56  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Comments  on  the  HSR  in  Palo  Alto 


From:  Julie  Turner  [mailto:turner@turnerboyd.com] 
Sent:  Monday,  February  09,  2009  1:24  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Comments  on  the  HSR  in  Palo  Alto 


To  the  HSR  Authority: 


I  write  to  express  grave  concern  about  the  impact  of  the  proposed  HSR  on  my  community  (Palo  Alto)  and  the  surrounding  #11 
communities  of  Menlo  Park,  Atherton,  Mountain  View  and  Sunnyvale. 


From  what  I  understand,  the  plan  is  to  build  the  HSR  on  an  elevated  rail,  with  sound  barrier  walls  and  electric  towers 
projecting  even  higher.  Such  a  comstruction  would  wreak  grievous  harm  on  our  communities.  It  would  divide  our  towns, 
with  the  sections  nearest  the  HSR  being  marginalized  and  devalued.  It  would  significantly  and  vastly  decrease  the  values 
of  literally  thousands  of  homes  and  other  residential  property.  It  would  create  visual  ugliness  seen  by  many  adjacent 
neighborhoods.  It  would  inevitably  cause  noise  that  will  project  for  blocks  around,  particularly  from  the  current  commuter 
and  freight  trains. 


1MM diHth 

ft  I  Co^^'bl 
IH 

i+l  Hifab'U 

A/»jU 


I  have  lived  in  Japan,  where  they  have  a  high  speed  rail  that  connects  a  number  of  cities.  All  of  the  lines  are  tunnelled  or]  £2  fcrujy  Sytitvij 
trenched  through  urban  and  suburban  residential  areas,  and  emerge  from  the  tunnel  only  when  the  train  enters  rural  J  u/Mrfov] 

areas,  where  the  impact  is  much  less.  ' 


I  urge  the  HSR  Authority  to  plan  to  tunnel  the  train  between  San  Francisco  and  San  Jose.  This  project  puts  an  ^ i  7 

unbearable  burden  on  neighborhoods  that  are  already  putting  up  with  train  noise  and  inconvenience.  We  do  not  need  or  , 

want  this  burden  and  the  concommitant  destruction  of  the  equity  we  have  built  in  our  homes.  If  we  cannot  get  /Vo(\t 

amelioration  by  tunnelling,  I  suspect  the  NIMBY  crowd  will  ultimately  take  enough  legal  action  to  delay  and  perhaps  defeat 
the  HSR.  J 


Regards, 

Julie  S.  Turner,  Esq. 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


l 


X-SC  MtZ- 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Thelma  Tuttle 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


jrt[  SOW7] 

•  Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in' 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

•  Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  M  ^se 

running  at  much  higher  speeds?  /VOvr 

•  Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ^ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  A  _ 

•  Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  Q  6  *  v**?/ 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

•  How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  \  __ 

•  How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  \ '  ^ 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  qYT  C\[\C\ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Thelma  Tuttle 

3499  Bryant  St,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

I-5C  ^3 


From:  Anne  Urban  [anne.urban@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent:  Friday,  April  03,  2009  1 1 :42  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Cc:  Bill  Nitzberg 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hello, 


My  husband  and  I  strongly  support  high  speed  rail 
in  California.  California  desperately  needs  to  reduce  its  i 
dependence  on  car  travel.  We're  innovators  in  technology,  ^  ^  v  r 
and  we  often  lead  the  rest  of  the  country  in  social  and 
environmental  issues.  However,  we're  stuck  in  the  \ 

19th  century  where  mass  transit  is  concerned.  \ 


When  my  husband  and  I  travel,  we  almost  always  use  the  local 
rail  system.  We've  used  and  love  the  high  speed  trains  in 
Japan.  We  use  the  trains  for  all  our  travel  in  Germany. 

It's  fast  and  simple,  and  trains  make  it  easy  for  visitors  to 
get  around.  And  trains  encourage  some  walking,  so  people 
stay  fit.  It's  time  for  California  to  join  the  civilized  — 

world. 


Regards, 

Anne  Urban 
Mountain  View,  CA 


i 


1 -5C  ^ 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:49  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


. Original  Message . 

From:  Jonathan  Usich  [mailto:jon.usich@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  February  23,  2009  10:35  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Cc:  Jonathan  &  Larisa  Usich 
Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

As  a  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  planned  HSR  route  from  San  Jose  to 
San  Francisco.  The  idea  of  an  elevated  railway  cutting  a  swath  through  the  heart  of  the  S 

Francisco  Peninsula  will  be  a  blight  upon  all  of  the  impacted  communities.  If  HSR  is  - 

inevitable,  a  tunnel  must  be  considered  as  the  only  viable  option  for  the  peninsula  span. 
Underground  will  minimize  the  negative  impact  on  the  peninsula  and  improve  safety  compared  t. 
existing  Caltrain  system. 


Jonathan  Usich 
1590  Madrono  Ave 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


JL  2_ 

ft 

[VA^C^-^ri^cA 


650-384-6222 


l 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Marie  Vida 


on: 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 

Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  im$' 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ^  ' 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ^ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^  S 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  >  A 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  ^  ^>0' 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air 


pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains? 


a\r  c\\pJlrty 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Marie  Vida 

4097  Park  Blvd,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

T'SC  ^ 


From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:35  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  High  Speed  Rail-  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Segment 


From:  Naunihal  Virdi  [mailto:naunihalv@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  March  05,  2009  9:07  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail-  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Segment 
To  whom  it  may  concern: 


I  recently  saw  news  articles  that  Palo  Alto  residents  were  concerned  about  the  new  high-speed  rail  along  the  San  ,  /rfyO 
Jose  to  San  Francisco  segment.  As  I  read  further,  this  new  rail  is  supposed  to  run  along  the  current  Caltrain  1  -=vC  '  V  l  R 
corridor.  As  a  resident  of  Mountain  View  who  lives  close  to  the  current  Caltrain,  I  am  concerned  about  the  \ 
project  plan.  - 


First,  can  you  tell  me  how  you  are  planning  to  help  us  deal  with  the  noise  and  vibrations  that  this  new  train  will  l 
bring.  The  Caltrain  corridor  runs  through  neighborhoods  with  housing  right  next  to  the  tracks.  Deep  vibrations  ^  i  ^ 
may  cause  damage  to  existing  structures  and  additional  soil  settling.  Running  heavy  trains  through  this  area 
does  not  seem  like  a  practical  solution  in  the  long-run. 


Second,  having  a  noisy  train  will  reduce  home  values  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  even  further.  Who  wants  tol^  ^ 
live  next  to  a  high-speed  rail? 

Most  of  all,  how  come  we  were  not  notified  by  mail  about  these  plans?  Have  you  also  notified  all  along  the 
corridor  about  your  plans? 


I  will  be  speaking  with  my  city  council  as  I  am  angry  that  there  was  no  notification  for  residents  along  th< 

corridor.  I  am  also  upset  that  your  website  was  difficult  to  understand.  The  maps  were  not  detailed  to  pro-  'ide  s] 

the  new  path  at  the  street  level.  You  only  provided  a  high  level  shot  with  no  detail  that  can  help  us  (the  |i/T(l5fTVl(^CVV 

residents)  to  better  understand  what  impact  YOUR  plans  will  have  on  us. 

Regards,  ^ ]  pDOf 

Mo.mil.ol  C  -UirvU  | 


Naunihal  S.  Virdi 


i 


'MSC  MOT- 


Kris  Livingston 

Naunihal  Virdi  [naunihalv@yahoo.com] 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  9:07  AM 
HSR  Comments 

High  Speed  Rail-  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Segment 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


To  whom  it  may  concern: 


I  recently  saw  news  articles  that  Palo  Alto  residents  were  concerned  about  the  new  high-speed  rail  along  the  San 
Jose  to  San  Francisco  segment.  As  I  read  further,  this  new  rail  is  supposed  to  run  along  the  current  Caltrain 
corridor.  As  a  resident  of  Mountain  View  who  lives  close  to  the  current  Caltrain,  I  am  concerned  about  the 
project  plan. 

First,  can  you  tell  me  how  you  are  planning  to  help  us  deal  with  the  noise  and  vibrations  that  this  new  train  will 
bring.  The  Caltrain  corridor  runs  through  neighborhoods  with  housing  right  next  to  the  tracks.  Deep  vibrations 
may  cause  damage  to  existing  structures  and  additional  soil  settling.  Running  heavy  trains  through  this  area 
does  not  seem  like  a  practical  solution  in  the  long-run. 


#ll 


HI  Nkfl* 


Second,  having  a  noisy  train  will  reduce  home  values  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  even  further.  Who  wants  to  J 
live  next  to  a  high-speed  rail? 

Most  of  all,  how  come  we  were  not  notified  by  mail  about  these  plans?  Have  you  also  notified  all  along  the  "j  f*  *7  T 
corridor  about  your  plans? 


I  will  be  speaking  with  my  city  council  as  I  am  angry  that  there  was  no  notification  for  residents  along  the 
corridor.  I  am  also  upset  that  your  website  was  difficult  to  understand.  The  maps  were  not  detailed  to  provide 
the  new  path  at  the  street  level.  You  only  provided  a  high  level  shot  with  no  detail  that  can  help  us  (the 
residents)  to  better  understand  what  impact  YOUR  plans  will  have  on  us. 

Regards, 


Naunihal  S.  Virdi 


ft- Irywilb 
W*fL 
i$a?coY 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


h2op@aol.com 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  10:19  AM 
HSR  Comments 
san  francisco  to  san  jose  HST 
HSRA.4.5.09.  Vlasic.comments.doc 


Comments  are  attached  in  file  as  well  as  written  below: 


Subject: Scoping  Comments,  Project  EIR/EIS  for  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 
High-Speed  Train  System  (HST),  SCH#20081 22079 


1 .  We  support  the  scoping  comments  provided  to  the  Authority  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto, 
we  offer  some  specific  concerns  as  set  forth  below. 


In  iddit 


iv^vo 


2.  Any  and  all  Project  level  EIR  plan  alternatives  considered  must  be  demonstrated  to  be  consis 
with  the  general  findings  in  the  adopted  Program  EIR.  Specifically,  in  your  findings  of  fact,  you  concluded] 
impacts  on  community  cohesion  would  be  low,  that  you  would  maintain  neighborhood  integrity  and  that's] 
project  would  have  a  beneficial  effort  on  community  cohesion  by  improving  circulation.  The  design  optjj 
suggested  at  the  scoping  sessions  as  well  as  right  of  way  limitations  in  many  neighborhoods  along  the  ftl  j  ^ 


seriously  challenge  these  earlier  conclusions  and  commitments. 


3.  The  analysis  of  the  preferred  plans  and  environmentally  appropriate  alternatives  must  inclucJ*| 
identify  real  world  examples  that  show  similar  HST  configurations  in  similar  residential  neighborhoods  to  th 
found  on  the  Peninsula  and  along  the  train  route  (e.g.,  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  Atherton,  Willow  Glen,  e 
Planning/transportation  staff  and  city  officials  from  the  impacted  cities,  as  well  as  some  representative  prop 
owners  that  back  up  to  the  line  should  be  taken  to  these  real  world  locations  and  provided  an  opportunit 
fully  experience  the  HST  use.  Only  with  such  experiences  can  appropriate  environmental  evaluations  be  m 
relative  to  the  project  level  EIR  effort.  It  is  essential  that  the  tight  conditions  along  the  Peninsula  corridc 
particular,  not  be  a  testing  ground  to  see  if  the  system  can  work.  The  potential  costs  of  such  a  testing  proc 
could  be  catastrophic. 

4.  We  stress  that  the  above  analysis  (comment  3)  is  needed  as  HST  representative  Dom 
Spaethling  specifically  told  us  at  the  scoping  sessions  that  the  HST  Authority  needed  to  build  the  Cer 
Valley  link  first  so  that  the  system  design  and  operation  could  be  better  understood.  If  this  is  the  case,  ther 
EIR  work  should  be  pursued  for  the  Peninsula  until  a  Central  Valley  link  is  in  place  and  tested  where  it  car 
no  harm.  If  the  HST  Authority  has  no  practical  experience  to  build  off  of,  it  should  not  use  the  Peninsula  rc 
as  a  test  as  the  potential  neighborhood  and  community  impacts  are  huge  and  could  not  be  undone. 

5.  Given  the  economic  limitations  facing  the  project,  California  and  the  nation,  the  EIR  needs  to  cle"j 
demonstrate  that  construction  of  both  the  HST  and  an  electrified  Caltrain  are  justified.  A  fair  and  comp 
analysis  in  the  EIR/EIS  is  needed  relative  to  actual  time  savings  between  the  two  systems.  There  needs  tc 
a  hard  look  taken  relative  to  actual  ridership  projections  taking  into  account  the  economic  crisis  and  its  imp: 
on  growth  projections.  If  such  fair  and  complete  analysis  show  that  time  savings  are  not  huge  and  riders 
projections  need  to  be  lowered,  then  it  may  make  economic  sense  not  to  build  both  new  systems  along 
Peninsula  route.  We  need  to  be  assured  that  we  are  not  wasting  money  for  duplicative  services  jus 
showcase  a  system.  The  EIR  should  clearly  demonstrate  that  the  system  is  justified  in  terms  of  meeting  ac 
service  needs  and  justified  economically. 


Mof-ew'- 


i/b rv»fe' 


L\.  Safety 


4^Cdy 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  present  these  comments  to  the  HST  Authority.  We  look  forward  to  their  comp  [\ 
analysis  and  response  during  the  course  of  drafting  and  public  reviews  of  the  subject  project  level  EIR/EIS.  I 


Sincerely, 

Tom  and  Linda  Vlasic 


T-5C  H'tf 


1540  Mariposa  Avenue 
Paio  Alto,  CA  94306 


The  Average  US  Credit  Score  is  692.  See  Yours  in  Just  2  Easy  Steps! 
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April  5,  2009 


Transmitted  bv  email : 

Mehdi  Morshed 
Executive  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Subject: 


Scoping  Comments,  Project  EIR/EIS  for  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 
High-Speed  Train  System  (HST),  SCH#2008122079 


Dear  Mr.  Morshed  and  HST  Board: 


The  following  comments  are  provided  in  response  to  the  Authority’s  Notice  of  Preparatior 
and  information  provided  by  HST  representatives  at  scoping  and  other  public  meeting* 
conducted  in  the  Palo  Alto  area  during  February  and  March. 


1. 


2. 


4. 


We  support  the  scoping  comments  provided  to  the  Authority  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto.  In 
addition,  we  offer  some  specific  concerns  as  set  forth  below.  _ \  j  £jr\y. 

Any  and  all  Project  level  EIR  plan  alternatives  considered  must  be  demonstrated  to  be 
consistent  with  the  general  findings  in  the  adopted  Program  EIR.  Specifically,  in  yourL^ft^  v  \ia 
findings  of  fact,  you  concluded  that  impacts  on  community  cohesion  would  be  low,  th^fl^  yxvwn  .  . 

you  would  maintain  neighborhood  integrity  and  that  your  project  would  have  a  beneficiajj 
effort  on  community  cohesion  by  improving  circulation.  The  design  options  suggested  atn 
the  scoping  sessions  as  well  as  right  of  way  limitations  in  many  neighborhoods  along  thej^^l 
route  seriously  challenge  these  earlier  conclusions  and  commitments.  1  L 


3.  The  analysis  of  the  preferred  plans  and  environmentally  appropriate  alternatives  must"? 

J ..  timrlW  Qvomnlae  +hot  chnin  cimilar  HQT  r'nnfim  iratinrvs  in  similar 


include  or  identify  real  world  examples  that  show  similar  HST  configurations  in  similar 
residential  neighborhoods  to  those  found  on  the  Peninsula  and  along  the  train  route 
(e.g.,  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  Atherton,  Willow  Glen,  etc.).  Planning/transportation  staff 
and  city  officials  from  the  impacted  cities,  as  well  as  some  representative  property 
owners  that  back  up  to  the  line  should  be  taken  to  these  real  world  locations  and 
provided  an  opportunity  to  fully  experience  the  HST  use.  Only  with  such  experiences 
can  appropriate  environmental  evaluations  be  made  relative  to  the  project  level  EIR 
effort.  It  is  essential  that  the  tight  conditions  along  the  Peninsula  corridor  in  particular, 
not  be  a  testing  ground  to  see  if  the  system  can  work.  The  potential  costs  of  such  a 
testing  process  could  be  catastrophic. 


#1 
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We  stress  that  the  above  analysis  (comment  3)  is  needed  as  HST  representative 
Dominic  Spaethling  specifically  told  us  at  the  scoping  sessions  that  the  HST  Authority 
needed  to  build  the  Central  Valley  link  first  so  that  the  system  design  and  operation 
could  be  better  understood.  If  this  is  the  case,  then  no  EIR  work  should  be  pursued  for,  r-irhA 
the  Peninsula  until  a  Central  Valley  link  is  in  place  and  tested  where  it  can  do  no  harm I  Sw 
If  the  HST  Authority  has  no  practical  experience  to  build  off  of,  it  should  not  use  th 
Peninsula  route  as  a  test  as  the  potential  neighborhood  and  community  impacts  an 
huge  and  could  not  be  undone. 


5.  Given  the  economic  limitations  facing  the  project,  California  and  the  nation,  the  EIR 
needs  to  clearly  demonstrate  that  construction  of  both  the  HST  and  an  electrified 


Mehdi  Morshed,  HST  Authority,  April  5,  2009 
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Caltrain  are  justified.  A  fair  and  complete  analysis  in  the  EIR/EIS  is  needed  relative  to 
actual  time  savings  between  the  two  systems.  There  needs  to  be  a  hard  look  taken 
relative  to  actual  ridership  projections  taking  into  account  the  economic  crisis  and  its 
impacts  on  growth  projections.  If  such  fair  and  complete  analysis  show  that  time  savings 
are  not  huge  and  ridership  projections  need  to  be  lowered,  then  it  may  make  economic 
sense  not  to  build  both  new  systems  along  the  Peninsula  route.  We  need  to  be  assured 
that  we  are  not  wasting  money  for  duplicative  services  just  to  showcase  a  system.  The 
EIR  should  clearly  demonstrate  that  the  system  is  justified  in  terms  of  meeting  actual^ 
service  needs  and  justified  economically. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  present  these  comments  to  the  HST  Authority.  We  look 
forward  to  their  complete  analysis  and  response  during  the  course  of  drafting  and  public 
reviews  of  the  subject  project  level  EIR/EIS. 


M\ 

O^VldMSinA 


Sincerely, 

Tom  and  Linda  Vlasic 
1 540  Mariposa  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


RBCFJVKO 

APR  7  2009 

BY: _ - . ..... 

April  5,  2009 


Original  Transmitted  by  email: 

Mehdi  Morshed 
Executive  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Subject: 


Scoping  Comments,  Project  EIR/EIS  for  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose 
High-Speed  Train  System  (HST),  SCH#20081 22079 


Dear  Mr.  Morshed  and  HST  Board: 


The  following  comments  are  provided  in  response  to  the  Authority’s  Notice  of  Preparation 
and  information  provided  by  HST  representatives  at  scoping  and  other  public  meetings 
conducted  in  the  Palo  Alto  area  during  February  and  March.  l- 


'-till 


We  support  the  scoping  comments  provided  to  the  Authority  by  the  City  of  Palo  Alto.  In 
addition,  we  offer  some  specific  concerns  as  set  forth  below. 


Any  and  all  Project  level  EIR  plan  alternatives  considered  must  be  demonstrated  to  be 
consistent  with  the  general  findings  in  the  adopted  Program  EIR.  Specifically,  in  yout 
findings  of  fact,  you  concluded  that  impacts  on  community  cohesion  would  be  low,  that 
you  would  maintain  neighborhood  integrity  and  that  your  project  would  have  a  beneficial 
effort  on  community  cohesion  by  improving  circulation.  The  design  options  suggested  at 
the  scoping  sessions  as  well  as  right  of  way  limitations  in  many  neighborhoods  along  the 
route  seriously  challenge  these  earlier  conclusions  and  commitments. 


14U  ca. 


'Hf' 


3.  The  analysis  of  the  preferred  plans  and  environmentally  appropriate  alternatives  must 
include  or  identify  real  world  examples  that  show  similar  HST  configurations  in  similar 
residential  neighborhoods  to  those  found  on  the  Peninsula  and  along  the  train  route 
(e.g.,  Palo  Alto,  Menlo  Park,  Atherton,  Willow  Glen,  etc.).  Planning/transportation  staff 
and  city  officials  from  the  impacted  cities,  as  well  as  some  representative  property 
owners  that  back  up  to  the  line  should  be  taken  to  these  real  world  locations  and 
provided  an  opportunity  to  fully  experience  the  HST  use.  Only  with  such  experiences 
can  appropriate  environmental  evaluations  be  made  relative  to  the  project  level  EIR 
effort.  It  is  essential  that  the  tight  conditions  along  the  Peninsula  corridor  in  particular, 
not  be  a  testing  ground  to  see  if  the  system  can  work.  The  potential  costs  of  such  a 
testing  process  could  be  catastrophic. 


A 


4.  We  stress  that  the  above  analysis  (comment  3)  is  needed  as  HST  representative 
Dominic  Spaethling  specifically  told  us  at  the  scoping  sessions  that  the  HST  Authority 
needed  to  build  the  Central  Valley  link  first  so  that  the  system  design  and  operation 
could  be  better  understood.  If  this  is  the  case,  then  no  EIR  work  should  be  pursued  for 
the  Peninsula  until  a  Central  Valley  link  is  in  place  and  tested  where  it  can  do  no  harm. 
If  the  HST  Authority  has  no  practical  experience  to  build  off  of,  it  should  not  use  the 
Peninsula  route  as  a  test  as  the  potential  neighborhood  and  community  impacts  are 
huge  and  could  not  be  undone. 


Mehdi  Morshed,  HST  Authority,  April  5,  2009 


Page  2 


Given  the  economic  limitations  facing  the  project,  California  and  the  nation,  the  EIR 
needs  to  clearly  demonstrate  that  construction  of  both  the  HST  and  an  electrified 
Caltrain  are  justified.  A  fair  and  complete  analysis  in  the  EIR/EIS  is  needed  relative  to  , 

actual  time  savings  between  the  two  systems.  There  needs  to  be  a  hard  look  takern^/H^ 'T 
relative  to  actual  ridership  projections  taking  into  account  the  economic  crisis  and  its  1  M 

impacts  on  growth  projections.  If  such  fair  and  complete  analysis  shows  that-H 
timesavings  are  not  huge  and  ridership  projections  need  to  be  lowered,  then  it  may 
make  economic  sense  not  to  build  both  new  systems  along  the  Peninsula  route.  We 
need  to  be  assured  that  we  are  not  wasting  money  for  duplicative  services  just  to  ^  i  • 

showcase  a  system.  The  EIR  should  clearly  demonstrate  that  the  system  is  justified  inf 
terms  of  meeting  actual  service  needs  and  justified  economically.  — V 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  present  these  comments  to  the  HST  Authority.  We  look  1  _H.il 
forward  to  their  complete  analysis  and  response  during  the  course  of  drafting  and  public  \~^V' 
reviews  of  the  subject  project  level  EIR/EIS.  J 

Sincerely, 


Tom  and  Linda  Vlasic 
1540  Mariposa  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Kris  Livingston 


From:  Vijay  Vusiri  [vijay.vusiri@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Saturday,  March  21,  2009  2:30  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


I  wish  to  submit  the  following  comments  regarding  the  proposed  HST  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose.  I 
attended  to  public  comment  meeting  held  in  Palo  Alto  and  tried  to  gather  as  many  details  as  possible  and  weigh  I 
the  pros  and  cons  of  HST.  — » 


a/l-U 


/V 


-  We  live  only  a  block  away  from  the  current  CalTrain  route  and  this  proposed  HST  will  negatively  impact  our 
lives  and  signfmcatly  and  hence  J  urge  you  to  consider  the  "no  build"  or  "alternative  route"  or  "Buried  options" 
very  seriously.  — 


-  We  are  quite  concerned  about  the  impact  of  grade  sepearation  on  access  to  my  duaghter's  school.  We  will  be 
walking  or  biking  to  her  school  whic  is  on  the  other  side  of  the  train  tracks  and  the  proposed  wall  will  be 
disruptive  to  simple  things  like  walking  the  kids  to  school  and  back.  - 


U.  7 


-  We  have  a  very  nice  walkable,  bikable  community  with  an  immense  sense  of  community  and  having  a  blight 
of  a  wall  divide  the  city  is  highly  deterimental  to  some  of  the  nest  residential  neighbourhoods  in  the  country.  J 

- 1  am  also  concerned  about  the  excessive  noise  and  safety  factors  from  the  high  speed  eleveted  train  option.  I 
urge  you  to  do  a  facts  based  Environmental  impact  analysis  and  make  a  true,  unbiased  and  honest  assessment 
rather  than  "go  through  the  motions"  to  fit  a  pre-determined  conclusion.  This  is  a  very  important  issue  for  the 
communities  and  it  the  community  deserves  a  fair  assessment  and  needs  its  concerns  heard  and  make  changes  in 
response  to  these  genuine  concerns.  .  - 


tti 

H I 


-  This  concern  is  more  than  the  usual  "Not  in  my  backyard"  mentality.  I  am  all  for  development  when  it  makes 
sense  even  if  it  means  a  few  persoanl  sacrifices  in  terms  of  inconvenience.  However,  this  project  raises  serious 
issues  about  a  dramatic  impact  on  some  great  communities  and  alternative  optiosn  should  be  explored  with 
serious  intent. 


m 


Best  regards, 

Vijay  Vusirikala 
4202  Ruthelma  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 

Vijay  Vusiri  [vijay.vusiri@gmail.com] 
Saturday,  March  21,  2009  2:30  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


I  wish  to  submit  the  following  comments  regarding  the  proposed  HST  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose.  I 
attended  to  public  comment  meeting  held  in  Palo  Alto  and  tried  to  gather  as  many  details  as  possible  and  weigh 
the  pros  and  cons  of  HST. 


Zifa 


-  We  live  only  a  block  away  from  the  current  CalTrain  route  and  this  proposed  HST  will  negatively  impact  ourl^2  ^  ^ 
lives  and  signfmcatly  and  hence  I  urge  you  to  consider  the  "no  build"  or  "alternative  route"  or  "Buried  options'j 
very  seriously. 


-  We  are  quite  concerned  about  the  impact  of  grade  sepearation  on  access  to  my  duaghter's  school.  We  will  be 
walking  or  biking  to  her  school  whic  is  on  the  other  side  of  the  train  tracks  and  the  proposed  wall  will  be 
disruptive  to  simple  tilings  like  walking  the  kids  to  school  and  back. 


42 


-  We  have  a  very  nice  walkable,  bikable  community  with  an  immense  sense  of  community  and  having  a  blight  4l 
of  a  wall  divide  the  city  is  highly  deterimental  to  some  of  the  nest  residential  neighbourhoods  in  the  country.  J 


- 1  am  also  concerned  about  the  excessive  noise  and  safety  factors  from  the  high  speed  eleveted  train  option.  I  ^  J  /[/„{& 

urge  you  to  do  a  facts  based  Environmental  impact  analysis  and  make  a  true,  unbiased  and  honest  assessment  t-Wri 

rather  than  "go  through  the  motions"  to  fit  a  pre-determined  conclusion.  This  is  a  very  important  issue  for  the 
communities  and  it  the  community  deserves  a  fair  assessment  and  needs  its  concerns  heard  and  make  changes  in 
response  to  these  genuine  concerns. 


-  This  concern  is  more  than  the  usual  "Not  in  my  backyard"  mentality.  T  am  all  for  development  when  it  makes" 
sense  even  if  it  means  a  few  persoanl  sacrifices  in  terms  of  inconvenience.  However,  this  project  raises  serious 
issues  about  a  dramatic  impact  on  some  great  communities  and  alternative  optiosn  should  be  explored  with 
serious  intent. 


#ii 


Co-id' 
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Best  regards, 

Vijay  Vusirikala 
4202  Ruthelma  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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J-56  TO. 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Lucy  Wang  [lucywang6@yahoo.com] 

Friday,  March  13,  2009  6:06  PM 

HSR  Comments 

lucywang6@yahoo.com 

Please  save  our  community  and  human  right 


Dear  Sir/Madam, 

Your  current  plan  for  building  elevated  track  structure  for  High  Speed  Rail  in  the  existing  Caltrain~M 
right-of-way  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  is  a  disaster  and  absolutely  unacceptable  to  ourj 
community.  It  divides  our  community  into  two  and  has  greatly  decreased  our  property  1  f H  (**~*»!h 

values  and  the  quality  of  living.  There  is  NO  previous  case  to  built  such  a  system/structure  in  ^  / 
any  highly  populated  area  in  any  civilized  countries. 

To  save  our  community  and  our  basic  human  right,  please  stop  it  immediately.  We  shall 

1 )  stop  the  High  Speed  Rail  at  San  Jose,  or 

2)  take  different  route  (e.g.,  in  the  route  of  highway  101  or  280),  or 

3)  move  it  to  underground. 

Please  stop  the  plan  for  building  elevated  track  structure  for  High  Speed  Rail  immediately! 

Your  Sincerely, 

Xiaohong  (Lucy)  Wang 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


MM 
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l-sc  TO 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


qiang  wang  [qwang_10@yahoo.com] 
Friday,  March  13,  2009  6:08  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Please  stop  it  immediately! 


Dear  Sir/Madam, 


Your  current  plan  for  building  elevated  track  structure  tor  High  Speed  Rail  in  the  existing  Caltrain 
right-of-way  from  San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  is  a  disaster  and  absolutely  unacceptable  to  our 
community.  It  divides  our  community  into  two  and  has  greatly  decreased  our  property 
values  and  the  quality  of  living.  There  is  NO  previous  case  to  built  such  a  system/structure  in 
any  highly  populated  area  in  any  civilized  countries. 


ffl 

t fifth 


To  save  our  community  and  our  basic  human  right,  please  stop  it  immediately.  We  shall 

1 )  stop  the  High  Speed  Rail  at  San  Jose,  or 

2)  take  different  route  (e.g.,  in  the  route  of  highway  101  or  280),  or 

3)  move  it  to  underground. 


~2 

3  ^-2 


Please  stop  the  plan  for  building  elevated  track  structure  for  High  Speed  Rail  immediately! 


]  «U) 


Your  Sincerely, 
Qiang  Wang 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:56  PM 
Kris  Livingston 
FW:  SJ  to  SF 


From:  Judith  Wasserman  [mailto:jwarqiteq@aol.com] 
Sent:  Friday,  February  06,  2009  4:58  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  SJ  to  SF 

Please  please  please  underground  this  train! 

Judith  Wasserman  AIA 


Bressaek  and  Wasserman  Architects 

751  Southampton  Drive 

Palo  Alto  CA  94303 

ph:  650  321-2871 

fx:  650  321-1987 
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I-X  Vs 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitiqation 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County  /*?  iPdp  A  i  \ft) 


Name  (please  print):  ,  ll,A  d  ffK  (/vVsClC 

City:  _ 

P  r)..l  A  A(  State:  C/A  Zm-  (h  <4-3  ('CK 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Phone:  _ 

- *■  iv — * — y-i — * - — — -  '■/  >•,  *-'K-  I  I  )  J 

Fax: 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 

E-mail: 

J  VJ  k(LQ  (  TFT)  (e)  ft  | , 

Address  77  1  S  K  CVw\  JvltTh  - 

- - : — : — t*  Y — 1 — v— w l  a  Yf  > _ _ _ _ 

^  Yes.  1  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please  comment  clearly. 

FEB  2  7  200'J 

fez!.: ::  ~ 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  onUafeh-6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:49  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Question  about  SFO-SJC  HST 


From:  Webb,  Pete  [mailto:PWebb@pcgfirm.com] 

Sent:  Tuesday,  February  24,  2009  10:57  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Question  about  SFO-SJC  HST  l*f0 , 


i  am  unable  to  attend  the  public  information  meeting  in  Palo  Alto  on  2/26  but  would  like  to  know:  a)  Will  there  be  minutes  Vfcfc.  ^  / 

and/or  other  write-up  following  the  meeting?  And  b)  Are  there  other  meeting  dates  in  other  localities  that  I  might  be  able  to  \ 
attend?  \  v  <^fO 

Thank  you  for  your  attention.  < - * 


O  A 


-  Pete  Webb 


Pete  Webb 

Pacific  Consulting  Group 
399  Sherman  Ave  Suite  1 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 
650-327-8108 
Fax  650-324-8638 
pwebb  at  pcgfirm  dot  com 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County 

Name  (please  print):  (  \^>  (h  V \l  1  f^TT  1 C  M 

January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

.  City:  Tfllo  Afa_ 

Slate:  C A  ZipR  ^0  C/> 

Title  (if  applicable): 

Phone:  (#51)'  H  °\  W  "  1  1  ^  Z-^ 

_  Fax:_ 

*  *> 

Orqanization/Business  (if  applicable): 

—it  0  .  -\j  r~  ■  .1  .  ~7~n.  ^ 

E-mail:  lA/t’S'ff  )cF)  1  Df 

Q  am 

riA.V&X 

Address 5  I^INAICIC/  UH  VO  -  -  : 

1^'  Yes,  1  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 

Please'comment  clearly. 

tH.  J 

MAR 

^i)] — / 

^  2009  i!  • 

n 


±  il 

hQ 

fvcc- 

t'JCXCE 

ilfrc 


(q 

tfeo rvw 


1  h^it  bec-iw-  ■ncreiAiiiK.Ui  cmctfrwA  ab^t  Hs?-  fts  I  .AWt- 

(j^boid-  id.  i  ustwiA  yurt  -fs/  d  Li  rw  Dv^-e. 

(AatcuS •>  ■'  l  ^b°l<  A. !  -the-  bkp.  -tAyoUcjh  4-ka  Tbum on 

jJtircdiJ  -bradcsj^  o-tovo  grftund  tutnUi  kfUtC.  cun  .•fcnDri'nBUJ  ivw/ivmm 

onpAof  -ey)  n-Ois-t  Lrn.(s  ^  omM-0  dyadic  4  iyc  IniaX.  dl 

stcdn^  tspbuJUliy  H  uotu-U  kx  ,  CAJiodx  o-  b^nev  ekvitUAj 

sv u  c jJvnrAM.vv\lxjo  0~^A  po+e^tuxik-,  UkA  4d  blt^KA  .  $ 

uoouAA  he  <k  -btsJ?  (1^(L4Ad,j  diuaJlMJL-  or  'properties  ^  )u^n-VV  ~*yA 
cLeotr^g.  mxa  &f  Uty..  { 

j  ctm  oM  ^  -p  iU>Vo  -tv^v\6pWVktc0n  v-  iKfi.  fUEA  df  H£S-~  q 

\pAjJt  l)  HfrST  he  pMjvuu  aoA  rwtS  L>-  $pX7B-u.Aj 

pjc  miAot"'  ih  74)  ......  . 

J  j£  tL  C.0A+  k*  -Hnnd.-tA  Uf  od\xk1kn.insuiA-  -bbByL  — 

l  (XthvtL^  pM'tic^toU  in  a  4W-  % 

to-l''TroLKs\  b^JJhb  r^Ms  v-  cu  USM'' 

J^-ninAAp  -hyiin^y  Sfoctiftn  uo  £an«k>4e  i*Nrw  c^n— '  £ 

0 4o  Cjct  sn  CilsSTain  -h>  CF  ex'  ^bAFT  -b  4^ 

[4  yjpuU  kx  +Lx  r>vPot  cW"  ^r4;u€  oytiu^  .  *o/ 

'  /Jb -lb VlLb  **  TUN^tL' 
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i*F  . 
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Thank  you  feiqWg^B^EfflH  BBS  iTnportaWpracSW:  Please  leave  your  form  ai  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
Tho  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


p  ,  1  Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing  . 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:01  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  High  Speed  Rail  project,  Palo  Alto 


- Original  Message - 

From:  giraffe@giraffe.com  [mailto:giraffe@giraffe.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  Danuary  29,  2009  3:42  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  High  Speed  Rail  project,  Palo  Alto 
To  the  committee: 


We  are  gradually  but  quickly  losing  the  residential  character  that  has  made  Palo  Alto  such  a 
special  place.  Putting  the  High  Speed  Rail  on  Alma  St.  wmh 

will  have  a  huge  impact  on  what  is  left.  WE  WHO  WILL  BE  IMPACTED  STRONGLY  URGE  YOU  TO  CHANGE\<$1  , 

THE  LOCATION.  \ 

There  are  other  options  for  the  train  route.  It  does  not  need  to  go  through  our  densely  |  $2 
populated  residential  neighborhoods.  1 


jjsfl 


Imagine  how  this  will  negatively  impact  the  traffic,  NOISE  and  visual  aesthetics  of  our  cityTl^ 

Not  to  mention  the  safety  issues  -  Palo  Alto  High  School  is  adjacent  to  these  tracks.  All  of 
these  will  negatively  impact  our  property  values. 

My  husband  lived  through  the  Bart  expansions  in  the  East  Bay  and  saw  first  hand  the  damage  J, WtiK 

they  did  to  the  neighborhoods  there.  No  one  wants  to  live  near  a  6  track  elevated  high  speed  ^ 

train. 

Please,  for  the  sake  of  the  community,  change  this  route! 

CORINNE  WHITAKER 
giraff e@giraffe . com 
www.giraffe.com 
650-330-0871 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Marjan  Wilkes  [marjan@e-wilkes.com] 
Monday,  March  09,  2009  8:19  PM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Greetings, 


i  am  a  proponent  of  public  transportation,  and  welcome  a  high  speed  rail  link  between  LA  and  SF.  However,  dividing  the 
Peninsula  in  two  by  means  of  a  giant  wall  is  unacceptable.  It  will  be  unsightly,  the  noise  of  the  trains  will  be  a  greater 
nuisance  than  it  already  is.  I  live  on  Park  Blvd.  in  Palo  Alto,  right  along  the  Caltrain  tracks.  Putting  the  train  in  a  tunn 

sounds  like  a  much  better  plan.  I  understand  that  creating  the  tunnel  will  cause  disruption.  I  am  willing  to  live  with  that 

because  I  think  the  HST  is  worth  it.  Elevating  the  train  track  would  permanently  cause  disruption  for  me  and  all  the  other  Jl 

families  who  live  close,  and  not  so  close,  to  the  tracks.  It  would  permanently  lower  our  quality  of  life.  jA 
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If  you  are  one  of  the  decision  makers,  please  ask  yourself,  would  you  accept  the  HST  in  your  back  yard? 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration, 


•dip  IV  SV\ 


marjan  wilkes 


PS,  Palo  Alto  seems  the  obvious  place  to  put  a  station.  Think  of  all  the  Stanford  students,  faculty,  visitors,  and  families  df 

patients  at  the  Stanford  Hospitals  and  the  VA  hospital,  who  come  from  all  over  the  place.  Good  public  transportation 

nearby  would  be  a  great  benefit  for  them.  \  , _ * 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Sid  Wilkins  [sidwilkins@sbcglobal.net] 
Sunday,  April  05,  2009  6:10  PM 
HSR  Comments 
sf  to  sj  hpt  project 


-"7 


Please  put  the  route  through  the  peninsula  underground  in  a  tunnel.  Don’t  destroy  the  neighborhoods  along  that  route. 
Thank  you, 

4- 


Sid  Wilkins 
345  manzanita  ave. 
Palo  Alto,  94306 


i 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:54  PM 

Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Yes,  in  My  Backyard 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Drew  Williams  [mailto:drew.williams@gmail.com]  On  Behalf  Of  Drew  Williams 
Sent:  Sunday ,  February  15,  2009  9:12  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 
Subject:  Yes,  In  My  Backyard 

This  will  be  brief,  but  I  wanted  to  send  you  an  email  in  support  of  the  California  High-Speed 
Train  Project. 

I  am  a  resident  of  Mountain  View,  near  enough  to  downtown  that  I  can  hear  the  current 
Caltrains.  Recently  there  was  a  discussion  of  this  project  on  our  neighborhood  email  group 
that  featured  a  lot  of  misinformation,  fear,  uncertainty  and  doubt. 

i 

I  will  not  deny  that  there  remain  significant  challenges  to  implementation  ahead.  In  Mountain-]  &'X 
View,  specifically,  determining  the  best  way  to  address  the  current  grade  crossing  at  Castro 
(and  elsewhere  up  and  down  The  Peninsula)  will  be  difficult,  but  is  by  no  means  unsolvable. 

Having  experienced  the  efficiency  and  convenience  of  high-speed  rail  in  Japan,  I  understand  /  jk.  ^ 
the  benefits  that  it  can  bring  to  our  state. 

Please  let  me  know  what  I  can  do  to  help  advocate  for  this  project.  _ _ 3 


cr 


5 


Best  regards, 

Andrew  Williams 
377  Yosemite  Ave 
Mountain  View,  CA  94041-2179 
650.307.2864 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  3:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Opposing  the  high  speed  rail  through  Mountain  View 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Becky  Willrich  [mailto:willrich@mac.com] 

Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  9:35  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Opposing  the  high  speed  rail  through  Mountain  View 

I  just  want  to  join  the  Mountain  View  Voice  in  registering  my  opposition  to  the  high  speed 
rail  through  downtown  Mountain  View.  We  have  a  thriving  downtown  based  on  foot  traffic;  I  do 
not  see  how  a  high  speed  rail  could  fit  in  that  vision.  I  would  hate  to  see  the  character  of 
the  downtown  destroyed.  Please  explore  other  options.  I  believe  Palo  Alto  and  Sunnyvale 
will  have  similar  problems,  passing  right  by  the  high  school  in  Palo  Alto  and  the  downtown  in 
Sunnyvale,  but  I'm  not  a  resident  of  those  cities;  I  am  a  resident  of  Mountain  View.  I  love 
the  idea  of  high  speed  rail,  but  not  at  the  expense  of  every  community  along  the  route!  I 
understand  elevating  the  train  is  not  an  option;  if  underground  is  considered,  I  would  be 
willing  to  vote  to  fund  such  an  initiative.  I  understand  moving  Castro  under  the  train  is 
being  considered;  I  don't  think  that  would  save  the  downtown;  walking  through  a  tunnel  is  no 
fun,  and  maintaining  the  open  and  welcoming  feel  of  downtown  is  necessary  to  keep  attracting 
all  comers. 

Cordially, 

Becky  Willrich 

202  Orchard  Glen  Court 

Mountain  View,  CA 


l 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05.  2009  3:03  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  Becky  Willrich  [mailto:willrich@mac.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  January  29,  2009  9:37  AM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


^  1  aroMa* 


I  just  want  to  join  the  Mountain  View  Voice  in  registering  my  opposition  to  the  high  speed 
rail  through  downtown  Mountain  View.  We  have  a  thriving  downtown  based  on  foot  traffic;  I 
not  see  how  a  high  speed  rail  could  fit  in  that  vision.  I  would  hate  to  see  the  character  o[f 
the  downtown  destroyed.  Please  explore  other  options.  I  believe  Palo  Alto  and  Sunnyvale 
will  have  similar  problems,  passing  right  by  the  high  school  in  Palo  Alto  and  the  downtown 
Sunnyvale,  but  I'm  not  a  resident  of  those  cities;  I  am  a  resident  of  Mountain  View.  I  love, 
the  idea  of  high  speed  rail,  but  not  at  the  expense  of  every  community  along  the  route!  I 
understand  elevating  the  train  is  not  an  option;  if  underground  is  considered,  I  would  be 
willing  to  vote  to  fund  such  an  initiative.  I  understand  moving  Castro  under  the  train  is 
being  considered;  I  don't  think  that  would  save  the  downtown;  walking  through  a  tunnel  is  nd 
fun,  and  maintaining  the  open  and  welcoming  feel  of  downtown  is  necessary  to  keep  attracting 
311  “■ 
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Cordially, 

Becky  Willrich 

202  Orchard  Glen  Court 

Mountain  View,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Lynn  Wilson  [drjrwils@pacbell.net] 

Sent: 

Sunday,  April  05,  2009  7:45  PM 

To: 

HSR  Comments 

Subject: 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 

April  5,  2009 

Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority,  San  Francisco  to  san  lose  HST 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Mr.  Leavitt: 


dS/ifc 


I  have  4  very  specific  questions  and  comments  re:  San  Francisco  to  San  lose  HST.  I  request 
that  these  questions  be  answered  in  the  project-level  EIR  effort,  therefore,  please  attach 
these  comments  to  the  proper  location  for  the  program-level  EIR/project-level  EIR. 


1)  What  will  happen  to  Alma  Street  in  Palo  Alto?  We’re  talking  1  or  2  sets  of  new  rail  PLUS 
the  Caltrain  rails.  (You  can't  remove  the  current  rails,  as  that's  our  commuter  train  on  th 
Peninsula,  plus  it  carries  freight  that  you  don't  ever  want  to  shift  to  trucks  on  the 
highway.)  Since  Alma  runs  about  10’  away  from  the  Caltrain  tracks  for  much  of  its  length  i 
Palo  Alto,  how  can  you  possibly  build  high-  speed  rail  without  taking  out  a  portion  of  Aim 
This  holds  whether  you  choose  to  build  a  berm  or  to  build  an  enormous  retaining  wall. 

And  if  you  build  a  berm,  how  wide  will  it  be  at  the  base? 


_  :1ra 4S  (*•)  . 
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2)  What  happens  to  the  traffic  displaced  by  the  reduction  or  loss  of  Alma?  Alma  carries  as 
much  or  sometimes  more  traffic  than  El  Camino  (fewer  stop  lights,  traffic  moves  faster)-where 
will  this  traffic  go  with  Alma  impaired  or  gone?  Where  will  it  go  if  Alma  is  left,  but  cut  to 
fewer  lanes?  I  was  on  El  Camino  last  summer  when  a  small  amount  of  traffic  was  shifted  to  El 
Camino  from  Foothill  Expressway  (a  location  where  Foothill  is  only  2  lanes  through  Stanford) 
and  it  took  me  45  minutes  to  make  a  trip  that  only  takes  10  minutes  normally.  The  effect  on 
traffic  congestion  of  5  times  the  traffic  displaced  from  Alma-the  entire  length  of  Alma  in 
Palo  Alto— to  El  Camino  is  going  to  be  tremendous  gridlock  at  all  times  of  the  day  on  El 
Camino.  And  not  just  El  Camino  in  Palo  Alto;  all  the  adjacent  cities  will  be  impacted. 

Interference  with  Alma  is  going  to  do  the  opposite  of  what  you  advertised  in  your  ads  last 
fall  before  the  election-rather  than  what  you  projected,  the  high-speed  train  will  increase 
traffic  congestion,  increase  gridlock,  increase  energy  consumption  by  cars  waiting  for  3-4 
cycle  changes  to  get  through  red  lights,  increase  pollution,  and  increase  global  warming,  .. 

3)  How  wide  does  the  rail  corridor  have  to  be  to  accommodate  station  platforms  for  embarking"  A  2-lY2L6k£ 
and  disembarking  passengers?  The  high-speed  rail  tracks  will  have  to  be  separated  by  quite  a 
distance  from  the  current  tracks,  for  safety  reasons.  One  safety  consideration  is  that  - — O  L£cfeM 
stations  require  broad  platforms  for  passengers  to  embark  and  disembark-and  there  are 

stations  at  every  city  along  the  Peninsula.  _ 

If,  as  shown  in  the  newspapers,  the  HST  runs  on  two  dedicated  tracks,  access  to  the  trains']  , 
for  passengers  is  going  to  be  very  complicated.  Y 


•^■2-lva.cK 


If  HST  has  the  center  tracks,  CalTrain  passengers  will  have  a  dangerous  access  problem  to 
reach  the  outside  track.  If  the  HST  runs  on  the  outside  tracks,  HST  passengers  will  be 
subject  to  danger  crossing  the  CalTrain  tracks.  If  there  are  any  HST  station  stops  on  the 
Peninsula,  HST  will  have  to  have  access  to  the  station  platform-  will  this  be  the  same  , 
platform  used  by  CalTrain?  Any  of  these  scenarios  calls  up  a  difficult  station  modification  , 

scenario  or  a  very  expensive  new  station  design  if  passenger  safety  is  to  be  respected.  At/jfc^ 
the  high  speeds  that  you  have  promised  for  your  trains,  any  curves  in  the  tracks  in  statio/i 


£  ,  A 
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areas  could  increase  the  risk  of  derailment.  What  we  don't  need  in  neighborhoods  at  any  plf 
along  the  Peninsula  is  a  projectile  the  size  of  a  passenger  train  sailing  off  a  30'  high 
structure  into  a  housing  complex,  or,  as  is  the  case  in  Palo  Alto,  into  a  high  school  or 
medical  center. 


ace  (Wy\cA& 
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4)  If  you  plan  on  leaving  Alma  intact-all  4  lanes-then  where  will  the  new  rails  go?  Do  you 
plan  to  remove  a  large  portion  of  the  Palo  Alto  Clinic,  the  Palo  Alto  High  School,  McArthur 
Park,  Stanford  Park  Hotel  in  Menlo  Park,  the  new  high-density  housing  in  Menlo  Park,  and  all 
those  apartment  complexes  built  along  the  Caltrain  corridor  from  Menlo  Park  to  Sunnyvale?  And-/ 
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it  goes  without  saying  that,  whatever  route  you  pick,  the  famous  El  Palo  Alto  redwood  tree~l^  , 

will  be  destroyed.  J  1  teSuzeS 


Sincerely, 


Dr.  Lynn  Wilson 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  Joan  Wilson  [joanl  123@comcast.net] 

Sent:  Saturday,  April  04,  2009  3:50  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Gentlemen: 

— l=ftU  ivTtvo 

We  have  thought  long  and  hard  about  the  proposed  HST  and  find  the  proposal  lacking  in  concerns  about  the  economic, 
environmental,  and  quality  of  life  issues.  Furthermore,  the  public  did  not  know  you  were  planning  to  esssentially  bi-furcat£&  1 &  LCAWA- 
the  Peninsula  with  the  (Berlin)  Wall  the  length  of  it.  Had  most  of  us  in  this  area  known  of  the  plans,  it  would  surely  not 
have  passed.  The  devious  behavior  on  the  part  of  the  HSR  Board  (or  is  it  incompetence?)  lead  most  of  us  to  feel  that, 
until  last  week,  you  thought  you  could  push  this  through  without  proper  reporting. 


|i-7fr)UlSfW^o 


We  have  several  questions: 

1 )  What  about  the  impact  of  the  TREE  after  which  Palo  Alto  is  named?  According  to  arborists,  it  will  be  impossible*toj  ^  ^ 


protect  it  under  your  current  plans  and  it  should  live  for  another  300  years. 


J 


2)  Why  was  the  Pacheco  Pass  chosen  over  the  Altamont  Pass? 


3)  Why  isn’t  the  project  ending  in  San  Jose?  Travelers  could  then  take  a  train  up  the  East  side  of  the  Bay  or  up  the 
Peninsula  without  much  extra  time.  We  understand  Mayor  Newsom  wants  it,  but  he  might  change  his  mind  when  he 
fears  he  wouldn't  get  our  votes  for  governor.  This  would  engender  a  lot  less  turmoil  for  those  living  on  the  Peninsula  fend 
still  succeed  in  having  very  fast  train  service  to  and  from  northern  and  southern  California. 


4)  If  there  is  a  HSR  up  the  Peninsula,  what  about  tunneling  the  whole  project  ?  It's  greener,  far  less  noisy,  doesn't  divi 
the  Peninsula,  and  could  be  economically  viable  with  the  housing,  etc.  that  could  be  built  on  top  of  it.  Also,  wouldn't  it  be 
great  to  have  a  fifty  mile  long  bike  path  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose?  That  is  a  much  better  plan  than  looking  at  an 
ugly  wall  which  will  be  covered  with  grafitti.  If  the  English  and  the  French  can  build  a  chunnel,  there  is  no  reason  we  can't 
build  a  tunnel.  According  to  experts  in  this  field,  it  can  be  done  here  in  California. 


ifvSkvi 
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We  expect  you  to  address  our  issues  and  rethink  the  plan  as  it  now  stands.  I -£?■{[  (^TVYC-IaA^'I  (Jv\ 


Sincerely, 


William  B.  and  Joan  E.  Wilson 
101  Miramonte  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


No  virus  found  in  this  incoming  message. 

Checked  by  AVG  -  www.avg.com 

Version:  8.0.238  /  Virus  Database:  270.1 1.41/2040  -  Release  Date:  04/03/09  17:54:00 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:52  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


From:  steve  witte  [mailto:shwitte03@yahoo.com] 
Sent:  Thursday,  February  19,  2009  5:48  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Mr.  Leavitt, 


^  cy 
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I  am  concerned  that  the  public  scoping  meetings  have  already  passed  and  that  there  will  be  insufficient  input  >  *  »~r-  - 
from  residents  along  the  current  SP  route.  This  is  right  in  our  neighborhood  and  unless  the  tracks  are  buriepT 
below  grade  they  will  need  to  be  elevated  above  grade.  This  will  ruin  our  quality  of  life.  Please  let  me  knowj 
when  the  Authority  plans  to  make  the  decision  on  grade  changes  (I  don't  imagine  our  comments  will  make  anyl  \  nf 
difference).  This  will  allow  us  to  sell  our  house  and  leave  the  area  before  property  values  plummet.  \ 


Regards, 

Steve  Witte 
165  Parkside  Drive 
Palo  Alto,CA 


y 
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Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns,  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation, 
measures,  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

O  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 


Palo  Alto  Medical  Foundation,  Clark  Clinic  located  at  795  El  Camino  Real,  Palo  Alto  is 
approximately  52  ft  from  the  existing  light  rail  tracks;  future  Women  Service  Clinic 
located  at  49  Wells  Ave  will  be  constructed  approximately  147  ft  from  existing  tracks; 
and  Main  Clinic  also  located  at  795  El  Camino  Real  is  approximately  184  ft  from  the 
existing  tracks.  __ 


Due  to  the  proximity  of  PAMF  buildings  to  the  tracks,  the  high  speed  trains  are  likely  to 
pose  vibration,  noise  and  electrical  interferences  detrimental  to  the  care  of  our  patient  and 
the  operation  of  our  clinics.  These  medical  clinics  are  considered  “sensitive  receptors” 
housing  imaging  equipment  such  as  X-Ray,  MRIs  and  CTs.  Furthermore,  excessive 
noise  in  procedure  and  exam  rooms  is  non  conducive  to  reliable  communication  between 
patient,  staff  and  physicians,  and  therefore  is  detrimental  to  quality  patient  care. 


Please  examine  and  mitigate  the  impacts  of  vibration,  noise  and  electrical  interference  to 
PAMF’s  clinical  equipment  and  operations. 


IMPOSE 
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Thank  you  fcr  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
a'  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records. 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jeff  Wolfeld  Oeff_wolfeld@yahoo.com] 
Friday,  March  27,  2009  10:20  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Dear  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

Please  include  the  following  comment  in  your  project  level  EIR  scoping  process: 


Action:  Consider  the  viability  of  running  the  trains  on  3rd  rail  power  rather  than 
overhead  electrical  wires,  as  it  passes  through  residential  neighborhoods  such  as  Palo  / 
Alto,  Menlo  Park,  and  Atherton. 


Context:  As  you  have  doubtless  already  seen,  many  residents  in  these  cities  are  very, 
very  concerned  about  the  eyesore  that  elevated  tracks  through  their  neighborhoods  will 
represent .  A  portion  of  the  ugliness  comes  from  the  assumption  that  overhead  wires  will 
also  be  present,  making  the  visual  impact  even  more  oppressive  because  of  its _ industrialj 
appearance  and  substantial  added  height  and  visibility.  I  have  read  however,  that  the  r- 
equipment  which  is  being  considered  for  the  project  can  be  made  capable  of  drawing  its 
power  from  either  overhead  cables  or  from  third  rail  shoes,  and  can  in  fact  switch  from 
one  to  the  other  while  traveling.  If  it  is  technically  feasible  (as  opposed  to  just  more 
expensive),  please  consider  switching  to  third  rail  power  as  the  train  travels  through 
these  neighborhoods,  and  avoiding  the  installation  of  ANY  overhead  cables  or  towers  so  as 
to  keep  the  system's  profile  as  low  as  possible. 


Sincerely, 

Jeff  Wolfeld 

Member  of  the  Charleston  Meadov/s  Association 
Palo  Alto,  CA 


1 


I-SC  H8S 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Jeff  Wolfeld  Oeff_wolfeld@yahoo.com] 
Friday,  March  27,  2009  10:24  AM 
HSR  Comments 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Please  consider  the  following  as  public  comments  to  the  Project  Level  EIR  scoping 
process . 

1.  Sound  Walls 


Action:  Please  study  noise  impact  at  significantly  greater  distances  from  the  track  than  /  ** / /*«. Jd 
would  otherwise  be  considered.  -1 

Context:  As  you  know,  though  sound  walls  may  protect  nearby  listeners  from  some  of  the 
noise,  more  distant  listeners  tend  to  hear  MORE  noise  than  what  they  would  have  heard  had 
there  been  no  sound  wall.  I  am  concerned  that  the  usual  distances  studied  in  a  typical 
EIR  will  include  those  nearby  (who  may  experience  less  noise),  but  exclude  those  more 
distant  (who  may  experience  more  noise) .  The  net  impact  of  installing  sound  walls  may  in 
fact  be  zero,  but  the  EIR  could  show  it  in  a  positive  light  since  an  insufficient 
distance  was  considered.  This  will  give  the  Authority  the  false  impression  that  sound 
walls  would  ease  neighborhood  impact,  whereas  in  fact  they  may  not. 

Guidelines:  Please  abide  by  the  provisions  of  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  Noise  Ordinance,  PAMC 
Chapter  9.10  which  read: 

"9.10.030  Residential  property  noise  limits. 

(a)  No  person  shall  produce,  suffer  or  allow  to  be  produced  by  any  machine,  animal  or 
device,  or  any  combination  of  same,  on  residential  property,  a  noise  level  more  than  six 
dB  above  the  local  ambient  at  any  point 

outside  of  the  property  plane. 

(b)  No  person  shall  produce,  suffer  or  allow  to  be  produced  by  any  machine,  animal,  or 
device,  or  any  combination  of  same,  on  multi-family  residential  property,  a  noise  level 
more  than  six  dB  above  the  local  ambient  three  feet  from  any  wall,  floor,  or  ceiling 
inside  any  dwelling  unit  on  the  same  property,  when  the  windows  and  doors  of  the  dwelling 
unit  are  closed,  except  within  the  dwelling  unit  in  which  the  noise  source  or  sources  may 
be  located. " 


2.  Sound  Walls  (#2) 


Action:  Incorporating  existing  or  develop  new  sound 
on  sound  walls. 


deadening  material  technology  for  use 
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Context:  As  you  know,  though  sound  walls  may  protect  nearby  listeners  from  some  of  the 
noise,  more  distant  listeners  tend  to  hear  MORE  noise  due  to  reflection.  It  seems  to  me 
that  sound  deadening  materials  can  be  used  on  sound  walls  in  order  to  mitigate  this 
effect,  though  I  have  never  seen  such  materials  in  use  for  this  purpose.  HSRA  sould 
consider  investigating  and  perhaps  developing  such  technology,  and  in  either  case  include 
the  cost  of  doing  so  in  its  cost  estimates. 


3.  Maintain  Safe  Crossings  During  Construction 


Action:  During  the  HSR  construction,  it  is  vitally  important  that  you  ensure  safe  right 
of-way  crossings  for  children  who  walk  or  bicycle  to  and  from  schools. 


*2-  (v*Ji! 


Context:  Both  Palo  Alto  high  schools  are  located  to  the  West  of  the  tracks,  and  there  is 
significant  pedestrian  and  cyclist  traffic  from  children  who  live  on  the  East  side.  The 
same  is  true  for  many  of  Palo  Alto's  middle  and  elementary  schools.  The  City  of  Palo 
Alto  has  made  it  a  priority  to  ensure  safe  walking  and  cycling  routes  for  these  children, 
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and  it  would  be  the  height  of  arrogance  and  irresponsibility  for  HSR  to  disregard  Palo 
Alto's  rules  and  standards. 

4 .  Mid-peninsula  station  stop 

I  am  forcefully  against  any  stop  in  Redwood  City  or  Palo  Alto.  It  makes  no  sense.  In  "j  ^  ^  ^  " 

your  ridership  analysis,  I  urge  you  to  omit  trips  which  begin  or  end  in  Palo  Alto  or  J  Vo 
Redwood  City. 

o  Riders  who  live  in  or  near  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  who  are  heading  for  points  south  ' 
of  San  Jose  could  easily  travel  to  San  Jose  and  board  there,  even  using  existing  public 
transit  if  necessary.  _ 

o  Riders  who  live  in  or  near  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  who  are  heading  for  anywhere 
north  of  San  Jose  SHOULD  take  public  transit.  HSR’s  charter  is  clearly  NOT  to  be  a 
commuter  train,  and  plenty  of  other  options  already  exist  for  these  people. 

o  Riders  who  live  anywhere  OUTSIDE  of  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  could  just  as  easily 
drive  or  take  public  transit  to  San  Jose,  Millbrae  or  San  Francisco  as  they  could  to  Palo 
Alto. 


5.  Right  of  way  for  pedestrians  and  cyclists 

Action:  Please  ensure  that  the  right  of  way  for  pedestrians  and  cyclists  does  not  pose  ~1  ^ 
more  of  an  obstacle,  even  a  psychological  one,  than  exists  today. 

Context:  A  significant  grade  rise  over  a  potentially  submerged  tunnel  may  be  such  a 
psychological  barrier  to  cyclists,  and  such  barriers  will  tend  toward  dividing  the 
community.  This  is  especially  important  for  rights  of  way  that  children  use  to  go  to 
school,  such  as  Arastradero/Charlston,  Embarcadero,  and  Churchill.  Please  note  that  both 
Palo  Alto  high  schools  are  located  to  the  West  of  the  tracks,  and  there  is  significant 
pedestrian  and  cyclist  traffic  from  children  who  live  on  the  East  side.  The  same  is  true 
for  many  of  Palo  Alto's  middle  and  elementary  schools. 


f -I 


6.  Suggested  Alternative  Design 

Action:  Rather  than  run  trains  at  125mph  through  suburban  peninsula  towns,  please 
consider  running  them  at  79mph  as  CalTrain  does  today. 


T/h'-i 


Context:  This  would  then  remove  the  requirement  to  grade-separate  the  crossings.  We 
would  still  have  clanging  gates  and  horns,  but  we  would  not  have  diesel  engine  noise  (due 
to  electrification) ,  we  would  have  much  less  wheel-on-rail  noise  (due  to  lower  than 
125mph  speeds),  we  would  not  need  to  build  raised  monstrosities  that  blight  our 
neighborhoods,  and  we  would  not  need  to  incur  the  expense  and  potential  ground  water 
impact  of  tunneling  or  trenching.  You  also  would  not  need  to  force  riders  from  points 
south  to  change  to  CalTrain  equipment  when  they  reach  San  Jose.  .You  may  have  to  lay 
extra  track,  but  that  could  be  limited  to  siding  sections  for  CalTrain  trains  to  stop  at 
stations  while  HSR  trains  continue  through.  I'm  not  sure  about  the  impact  of  freight 
trains;  if  they're  unpredictable  in  length  and  too  slow  to  reach  designated  sidings  in 
time  for  HSR  trains  to  pass,  then  additional  tracks  may  still  have  to  be  laid  end  to 
end.  However,  they  could  all  be  at  grade  level. 
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7.  Trenching  or  Tunneling 


Action:  Please  consider  running  the  HSR  through  trenches  or  tunnels  rather  than  overhead.^  tiZ 


Context:  Will  you  honestly  consider  the  trenching/tunneling  alternative?  As  long  as  your 
budget  estimates  are  based  on  a  proposed  design  which  doesn’t  include  underground 
construction,  and  assuming  that  undergound  alternatives  are  significantly  more  expensive, 
any  underground  design  will  likely  exceed  the  budget.  What  do  you  do  when  that  happens? 
Do  you  stop  considering  that  alternative?  I  urge  you  to  see  it  through  and  ultimately 
increase  your  budget  estimates  if  it  turns  out  to  make  more  sense  from  an  environmental 
impact  perspective. 


8.  Inappropriate  Comparisons  with  Foreign  Rail  Systems 
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Action:  Omit  any  comparisons  with  European  or 
purpose  of  evaluating  neighborhood  impact. 


Asian  high  speed  rail  systems  for  the"!  ^ 


Context:  I  have  heard  HSR  representatives  and  consultants  mention  that  European  and  Asian 
high  speed  rail  systems  have  produced  either  positive  impact  or  no  impact  on  the  cities 
they  service  and  traverse,  as  a  justification  for  the  claim  that  HSR  would  be  good  for 
our  cities  and  neighborhoods.  However,  the  fact  is  that  rail  systems  in  most  European 
and  Asian  countries  do  not  pass  through  the  middle  of  residential  neighborhoods  such  as 
ours.  They  generally  run  along  the  outskirts  of  towns,  not  through  residential 
neighborhoods.  Where  they  do  pass  through  neighborhoods,  those  areas  are  generally 
blighted.  .— — 

It  is  true  that  many  train  stations  are  located  in  the  town  center,  but  it  must  be 
recognized  that  historically,  these  towns  grew  up  around  the  train  station;  and  they  grew 
up  at  a  time  in  history  when  the  town  center  really  was  the  center  of  town  life.  They 
were  not  inserted  at  the  expense  of  existing  housing,  existing  pedestrian  and  bicycle 
routes,  or  even  existing  land  use  and  noise  policies.  It  must  be  recognized  that  despite 
the  general  desire  of  most  California  residents  to  increase  the  use  of  rail  for  long 
distance  travel,  local  neighborhoods  are  considerably  more  dispersed  than  European  ones, 
and  not  particularly  focussed  around  a  town  center,  since  they  were  built  around  the 
notion  that  you  could  always  drive  from  place  to  place.  • — 


$  /  hisj.  Die 


Sincerely, 

Jeff  Wolf eld 

Member  of  Charleston  Meadows  Association 
Palo  Alto,  CA 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


info@hsr.ca.gov 

Monday,  March  16,  2009  4:45  PM 
Info  @  HSR 
CHSR  Contact 


CHSR  Contact. 


Contact  Name:  Jeff  Wolfeld 
Company: 

Phone:  408-902-3439 
Email:  Jeff_Wolfeld@Yahoo.com 
Website: 

Comment: 

Please  consider  the  following  as  public  comments  to  the  Project  Level  EIR  scoping  process.  1 .  Sound  Walls 

. . ~~~ - =  Action:  Please  study  noise  impact  at  significantly  greater  distances  from  the  track  than 

would  otherwise  be  considered.  Context:  As  you  know,  though  sound  walls  may  protect  nearby  listeners  from 
some  of  the  noise,  more  distant  listeners  tend  to  hear  MORE  noise  than  what  they  would  have  heard  had  there 
been  no  sound  wall.  I  am  concerned  that  the  usual  distances  studied  in  a  typical  EIR  will  include  those  nearby 
(who  may  experience  less  noise),  but  exclude  those  more  distant  (who  may  experience  more  noise).  The  net 
impact  of  installing  sound  walls  may  in  fact  be  zero/but  the  EIR  could  show  it  in  a  positive  light  since  an 
insufficient  distance  was  considered.  This  will  give!  the  Authority  the  false  impression  that  sound  walls  w'ould 
ease  neighborhood  impact,  whereas  in  fact  they  n/ay  not.  Guidelines:  Please  abide  by  the  provisions  of  the  City 
of  Palo  Alto  Noise  Ordinance,  PAMC  Chapter  9(10  which  read:  "9.10.030  Residential  property  noise  limits,  (a) 
No  person  shall  produce,  suffer  or  allow  to  be  produced  by  any  machine,  animal  or  device,  or  any  combination 
of  same,  on  residential  property,  a  noise  level /more  lljan^six  dB  above  the|local  ambient  at  any  point  outside  of 


low  to  be  produced  by  any  machine,  animal,  or 
.ljft'pp^rtfl  pndise  level  more  than  six  dB  above 
;  any  dwelling  unit  on  the  same  property,  when 
ept  within  the  dwelling  unit  in  which  the  noise  source 
==  Action:  Incorporating  existing  or 


the  property  plane,  (b)  No  person  shall  produce,  suffer 
device,  or  any  combination  of  same,  on  multi-family 
the  local  ambient  three  feet  from  any  wall/floor,  or  ceil 
the  windows  and  doors  of  the  dwelling  umt  are  closed, 
or  sources  may  be  located."  2.  Sound  Walls  (#2) 
develop  new  sound  deadening  material/technology  for  use  on  sound  walls.  Context:  As  you  know,  though  sound 
walls  may  protect  nearby  listeners  from  some  of  the  noise,  more  distant  listeners  tend  to  hear  MORE  noise  due 
to  reflection.  It  seems  to  me  that  sound  deadening  materials  can  be  used  on  sound  walls  in  order  to  mitigate  this 
effect,  though  I  have  never  seen  such  materials  in  use  for  this  purpose.  HSRA  sould  consider  investigating  and 
perhaps  developing  such  technology,  and  in  either  case  include  the  cost  of  doing  so  in  its  cost  estimates.  3. 

Maintain  Safe  Crossings  During  Construction  ==============~======-== — = - 1 - ■■■■ - . 

Action:  During  the  HSR  construction,  it  is  vitally  important  that  you  ensure  safe  right-of-way  crossings  for 
children  who  walk  or  bicycle  to  And  from  schools.  Context:  Both  Palo  Alto  high  schools  are  located  to  the  West 
of  the  tracks,  and  there  is  significant  pedestrian  and  cyclist  traffic  from  children  who  live  on  the  East  side.  The 
same  is  true  for  many  of  Palo  Alto's  middle  and  elementary  schools.  The  City  of  Palo  Alto  has  made  it  a  priority 
to  ensure  safe  walking  and  cycling  routes  for  these  children,  and  it  would  be  the  height  of  arrogance  and 
irresponsibility  for  HSR  to  c^sregard  Palo  Alto's  rules  and  standards.  4.  Mid-peninsula  station  stop 

=====  I  am  forcefully  against  any  stop  in  Redwood  City  or  Palo  Alto.  It 
makes  no  sense.  In  your  ridership  analysis,  I  urge  you  to  omit  trips  which  begin  or  end  in  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood 
City,  o  Riders  who  live  in  or  near  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  who  are  heading  for  points  soutri  of  San  Jose 
could  easily  travel  to  San  Jose  and  board  there,  even  using  existing  public  transit  if  necessary,  o  Riders  who  live 
in  or  near  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  who  are  heading  for  anywhere  north  of  San  Jose  SHOULD  take  public 
transit.  HSR's  charter  is  clearly  NOT  to  be  a  commuter  train,  and  plenty  of  other  options  already  exist  for  these 
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people,  o  Riders  who  live  anywhere  OUTSIDE  of  Palo  Alto  or  Redwood  City  could  just  as  easily  drive  or  take 
public  transit  to  San  Jose,  Millbrae  or  San  Francisco  as  they  could  to  Palo  Alto.  5.  Right  of  way  for  pedestrians 
and  cyclists  =========■=== — = — ^=:========—  Action:  Please  ensure  that  the  right 

of  way  for  pedestrians  and  cyclists  does  not  pose  more  of  an  obstacle,  even  a  psychological  one,  than  exists 
today.  Context:  A  significant  grade  rise  over  a  potentially  submerged  tuimepmay  be  such  a  psychological 
barrier  to  cyclists,  and  such  barriers  will  tend  toward  dividing  the  commumty.  This  is  especially  important  for 
rights  of  way  that  children  use  to  go  to  school,  such  as  Arastradero/Chapfston,  Embarcadero,  and  Churchill. 
Please  note  that  both  Palo  Alto  high  schools  are  located  to  the  West  oRthe  tracks,  and  there  is  significant 
pedestrian  and  cyclist  traffic  from  children  who  live  on  the  East  side/  The  same  is  true  for  many  of  Palo  Alto's 

middle  and  elementary  schools.  6.  Suggested  Alternative  Design  =r - ' -  =  :-============ 

Action:  Rather  than  run  trains  at  125mph  through  suburban  peninsula  towns,  please  consider  running  them  at 
79mph  as  CalTrain  does  today.  Context:  This  would  then  remove  the  requirement  to  grade-separate  the 
crossings.  We  would  still  have  clanging  gates  and  horns,  but  we  would  not  have  diesel  engine  noise  (due  to 
electrification),  we  would  have  much  less  wheel-on-rail  noise  (due  to  lower  than  125mph  speeds),  we  would  not 
need  to  build  raised  monstrosities  that  blight  our  neighborhoods,  and  we  would  not  need  to  incur  the  expense 
and  potential  ground  water  impact  of  tunneling  or  trenching.  You  also  would  not  need  to  force  riders  from 
points  south  to  change  to  CalTrain  equipment  when  they, reach  San  Jose.  You  may  have  to  lay  extra  track,  but 
that  could  be  limited  to  siding  sections  for  CalTrain  trains  to  stop  at  stations  while  HSR  trains  continue  through. 
I'm  not  sure  about  the  impact  of  freight  trains;  if  they're  unpredictable  in  length  and  too  slow  to  reach  designated 
sidings  in  time  for  HSR  trains  to  pass,  then  additional tracks  may  still  have  to  be  laid  end  to  end.  However,  they 

could  all  be  at  grade  level.  7.  Trenching  or  Tunneling  = —  ■  ■  ■  - = - — —  Action:  Please 

consider  running  the  HSR  through  trenches  or  tunnels  rather  than  overhead.  Context:  Will  you  honestly 
consider  the  trenching/tunneling  alternative?  As  Icing  as  your  budget  estimates  are  based  on  a  proposed  design 
which  doesn't  include  underground  construction/and  assuming  that  undergound  alternatives  are  significantly 
more  expensive,  any  underground  design  will  lively  exceed  the  budget.  What  do  you  do  when  that  happens?  Do 
you  stop  considering  that  alternative?  I  urge  yc/u  to  see  it  through  and  ultimately  increase  your  budget  estimates 
if  it  turns  out  to  make  more  sense  from  an  environmental  impact  perspective.  8.  Inappropriate  Comparisons  with 

Foreign  Rail  Systems  ===== - J=—===== - ——-=== - ======  Action:  Omit 

any  comparisons  with  European  or  Asian  high  speed  rail  systems  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating  neighborhood 
impact.  Context:  I  have  heard  HSR  representatives  and  consultants  mention  that  European  and  Asian  high  speed 
rail  systems  have  produced  either  positive  impact  or  no  impact  on  the  cities  they  service  and  traverse,  as  a 
justification  for  the  claim  that  HSR  would  be  good  for  our  cities  and  neighborhoods.  However,  the  fact  is  that 
rail  systems  in  most  European  and  Asiarn  countries  do  not  pass  through  the  middle  of  residential  neighborhoods 
such  as  ours.  They  generally  run  along  the  outskirts  of  towns,  not  through  residential  neighborhoods.  Where 
they  do  pass  through  neighborhoods/those  areas  are  generally  blighted.  It  is  true  that  many  train  stations  are 
located  in  the  town  center,  but  it  must  be  recognized  that  historically,  these  towns  grew  up  around  the  train 
station;  and  they  grew  up  at  a  time/in  history  when  the  town  center  really  was  the  center  of  town  life.  They  were 
not  inserted  at  the  expense  of  existing  housing,  existing  pedestrian  and  bicycle  routes,  or  even  existing  land  use 
and  noise  policies.  It  must  be  recognized  that  despite  the  general  desire  of  most  California  residents  to  increase 
the  use  of  rail  for  long  distance  travel,  local  neighborhoods  are  considerably  more  dispersed  than  European 
ones,  and  not  particularly  focussed  around  a  town  center,  since  they  were  built  around  the  notion  that  you  could 
always  drive  from  place  to  place. 
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Kris  Livingston 

From:  woifeld  [Wolfeld@USA.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  April  06,  2009  8:22  AM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  Comments  on  HSR 


To  whom  it  may  concern. 


The  proposed  HSR  construction  will  affect  traffic  patterns  for  the  duration  of  construction. 
Moreover,  there  are  plans  to  build  more  high-density  housing  on  Alma  East  Meadow,  on  E. 
Charleston  and  in  downtown  Palo  Alto.  In  addition  to  adding  more  people  and  cars,  there  are 
definite  plans  to  NARROW  Arastradero  to  one  lane  in  each  direction.  | 

The  beginning  and  the  end  of  the  work  day  are  already  bumper  to  bumper  and  the  elimination  o| 
lanes  will  make  it  worse. 


The  combined  effects  the  traffic  disruption  of  the  proposed  HSR  project,  along  with  the 
addition  of  a  significant  number  of  cars  from  these  new  residents,  AND  the  added  gridlock 
from  having  narrowed  Arastradero  will  make  already  congested  traffic  in  these  areas  much 
worse  by  far. 


What  would  the  HSRA  do  during  construction  to  mitigate  its  effect  given  these  other  projects' 
effects--and  how  will  the  HSRA  project  children  riding  bikes  to  school  when  the  routes  become 
far  more  dangerous  due  to  increased  congestion? 


(mUctiiovA. 


Thank  you 


foyo. &>■ 


Jennifer  Woifeld 
272  whitclem  dr 
Palo  Alto  Ca  94306 
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From:  HSR  Comments 

Sent:  Tuesday,  April  21 , 2009  2:39  PM 

To:  Kris  Livingston 

Subject:  FW:  san  francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


- Original  Message - 

From:  tessa  Woodmansee  [mailto:tessaw@mindspring.com] 
Sent:  Friday,  April  10,  2009  7:25  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  san  francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


HST  SCOPING: 


Here  are  some  comments  for  the  scoping  questions  of  the  Environmental  Review  Process  for  tie^y 
SF  to  San  Jose  section. 


These  comments  would  apply  to  both  legs  of  the  hsr  i.e,  the  S.F.  to  San  Jose  section  and  San 
Jose  to  Merced  too  please  forward  to  them  as  well.  t _ \ 


The  issue  of  noise  at  Stockton  and  Taylor 

How  many  trains  would  be  going  by  each  day?  ^  2 


The  need  for  plans  to  improve  the  pedestrian  and  bike  friendly  access  at  Stockton  and  The 
Alameda  and  around  the  entire  Diridon  Station  and  the  HP  Pavillion  area  to  make  this  more 
pedestrian  and  bike  friendly  and  to  deal  with  the  high  car  load  in  this  area  as  well  many  n 
designs  have  to  be  put  in  place  at  this  intersection.  In  addition,  the  Taylor  and  Stockton 
interesection  all  the  way  to  the  highway  needs  to  be  improved  for  pedestrian  and  bike  safet 
The  high  speed  rail  will  increase  traffic  to  the  whole  community  and  will  put  a  lot  of 
traffic  both  car  and  pedestrain  and  bike  in  these  areas  which  are  currently  horrendous  for 
both  bike  and  pedestrian  safety.  » _ 


HSR  needs  to  improve  these  infrastructures  to  facilitate  the  high  demand  in  and  around  the 
Diridon  Station.  «- 


HSR  also  needs  to  improve  the  pedestrian  safety  and  walkability  of  Stockton  Ave  from  Taylor 
to  the  Alameda.  — 


Thank  you, 

Tessa  and  Cat  Woodmansee 
641  STockton  Avenue 
San  Jose,  Ca  95126 


l 


I-sc  W 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Gil  Woolley  [giI_woolley@ieee.org] 
Friday,  March  13,  2009  3:11  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Scoping  Period  Comments 


March  13,  2009 


Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Scoping  Period  Comments 


Please  include  the  following  in  the  EIR  for  High  Speed  Rail: 

-Impact  of  preventing  and  removing  graffiti  on  the  large,  accessible,  paintable  walls  and  structures  created  by 
elevated  tracks.  Caltrain  does  not  seem  to  feel  a  responsibility  for  removing  graffiti.  Homeowners  and  the  city 
exert  considerable  effort  to  remove  "art"  on  the  fences  from  Churchill  to  Peers  Park  where  we  live  in  Palo  Alto. 
This  is  probably  a  problem  wherever  tracks  are  elevated.  Presently  trees  along  Alma  street  largely  mask  this 
eyesore.  " 

-Impact  on  the  historic  resource,  El  Palo  Alto,  the  tree  located  on  the  bank  of  San  Francisquito  creek.  J 


fj-  (  A (Mitt 


iro 


-Impact  of  the  project  on  tire  value  of  adjacent  properties. 


-Impact  of  noise  from  trains  moving  at  125  mph. 

-Impact  of  elevated  tracks  on  the  visual  environment.  Will  this  tend  to  divide  neighborhoods  much  as  the 
Cypress  Structure  used  to  do  in  Oakland?  After  its  collapse  in  the  1989  Loma  Prieta  earthquake,  considerable 
money  was  used  to  move  the  replacement  roads  elsewhere  so  that  the  community  could  heal. 


3  &l  / h»u 
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-Impact  of  ending  the  High-Speed  Rail  in  San  Jose  and  having  passengers  transfer  to  Baby  Bullets.  (If  this  “1  #  2.  ^ 

approach  is  taken)  n 

-Impact  of  the  high  speed  rail  as  an  attractant  for  would-be  suicides.  Would  not  an  elevated  high  speed  rail  I 
attract  still  more  than  the  present  Caltrain  experiences?  | 

Gil  and  Gail  Woolley 
1685  Mariposa 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


"Go  Sailing" 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Willyclark@aol.com 
Thursday,  April  02,  2009  11:15  AM 
HSR  Comments 

Fwd:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hello  - 


3in  (-=4- 


L^ino?.!0r, 0f  thE;  HST',but  Gn)y if  a  trench  or  tunnel  o?n  be  used  to  minimize  noise  and  Impact  to  vehta^7  ^ 
traffic  flow.  I  am  also  in  favor  of  stop  in  Mountain  View/**4 


stafon°me°Wner  3nd  reS'dent  °f  °'d  Mountain  View'  and  1  live  within  walkin9  distance  of  the  current  train 

* - 

-4LI  ^  c~ 


Thank  you  for  your  time  - 

-Julie  Wrobel 

757  Calderon  Avenue 

Mountain  View,  CA  94041 


Feeling  the  pinch  at  the  grocery  store?  Make  dinner  for  SI  0  or 


Feeling  the  pinch  at  the  grocery  store?  Make  dinner  for  S10  or  less 
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Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives,  mitigation 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 


□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  □  January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 

Name  (p/ease  print): - ?/  ft  "A _ T**'} _ _  Ci*  frlf, _  sB,e:  CA  _Zip:  f  44 

™a,i,aPP“Cat"“|: - - Phoae:  W-ije-  U9')  F„:_ 

Organization/Business  (if  applicable):  -  .  d  Q  M.  7  f  ■  ^  _ 

- Q')')  Cpilty  A'*  >  A rf*  .  M  9 7  7  _ 

V  Ves.  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Please  comment  clearly. 


lAJ-c  tU  pjksfwi  r«;(  TUixjU 

0  ~ll?  ^  uW\  4m  Q  t  FU*\  X  *  '  .rz> 

i  •  #1  m)^ 
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v)  ct 

Sett 

a)  frn  f0  ruA>  t^li  AJL^i^rJl  (£ 

pro/pde  d'fv-i  %  Tk*X~  *a.'i /  o^\ 


•$|  KCM0, 


* 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  It  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


T  -SC  HIT 


Kris  Livingston 

HSR  Comments 

Thursday,  March  05,  2009  2:56  PM 
Kris  Livingston 

FW:  Re:  [evergreen-park-discuss]  Meeting  about  CalTrain  high  speed  rail  this  Sunday 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


From:  aileen  yang  [mailto:aileenyang2002@yahoo.com] 

Sent:  Friday,  February  06,  2009  9:09  PM 
To:  HSR  Comments;  Cecilia  Lancaster 
Cc:  Carl 

Subject:  Fw:  Re:  [evergreen-park-discuss]  Meeting  about  CalTrain  high  speed  rail  this  Sunday 


Dear  Sir/Madam  at  California  High  Speed  Rail  Project: 

As  resident  of  Palo  Alto,  we  would  like  to  share  our  experience  about  high  speed  rail.  Cecilia  suggest  that  I 
forward  my  previous  email  to  you  to  voice  our  stand  and  suggestions!  I  should  be  back  to  Palo  Alto  aftere 
2/19/2009. 1  can  be  reached  at  650-326-1781. 


tyll  Jhfa) 


Blessings! 

Carl  &  Aileen  Yang 


—  On  Fri,  2/6/09,  aileen  yang  <aileenyang2002@yuhoo.com>  wrote: 


Dear  Julie  and  all, 

Thanks  for  keeping  us  informed  about  High  Speed  Rail  issues.  Although  we  can't  attend  the  meeting  since  we  1  $11 
will  be  out  of  country  on  Sunday,  we  like  to  communicate  about  following  issues:  -J 

1.  We  prefer  high  speed  rail  not  build  through  the  residential  area.  3  ^ 


2.  We  prefer  the  high  speed  rail  to  go  underground  instead  of  above  ground  in  Palo  Alto  residence  area.  It! 

Our  family  have  lived  through  the  development  of  Taiwanese  High  speed  Rail  for  past  ten  years  as  a  residential 
neighbor  close  to  the  train  station.  When  they  combine  the  current  train  station  and  high  speed  rail  station,  the 
high  speed  rail  is  always  built  underground  below  the  train  station.  The  high  speed  rail  station  is  above  the 
ground  only  when  the  station  is  built  far  away  from  the  city  and  is  surrounded  by  farm  land.  It  becomes  a  new 
modem  community  around  the  high  speed  rail  station.  It  is  probably  too  costly  and  very  hard  work  to  work  on 
eminent  domain  with  the  small  lot  of  current  city  residents.  - 


ttt  Fo/Uj* 


Since  we  can't  attend  this  meeting,  please  let  us  know  if  anyone  we  can  communicate  with  later  about  this  issue.!  |) 
If  anyone  support  the  same  issue  with  us,  you  have  our  silent  support  in  the  meeting.  J 


Blessings! 

Aileen  &  Carl 
277  College  Ave. 


l 
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—  On  Fri,  2/6/09,  Julie  Zelenski  <zelenski@cs.Stanfor(LEDU>  wrote: 

From:  Julie  Zelenski  <zelenski@cs.Stanford.EDU> 

Subject:  [evergreen-park-discuss]  Meeting  about  CalTrain  high  speed  rail  this  Sunday 
To:  evergreen-park-discuss@yahoogroups.com 

Cc:  ”lancastemovoal2’'  <lancasternovoal2@gmail.com>,  "Elizabeth  Schwerer"  <liz@laysoft.com>,  "Elizabeth 
Pirrotta"  <elizabeth@pirrotta.com>,  "Lisa  Friedman"  <Lisacfriedman@aol.com>,  loretta@drak.com,  "Cindy 
Krieger"  <cjkrieger@stanfordalumni.org>,  "Adrienne  Pierce"  <adrienne.pierce@gmail.com>,  "Irene  Au" 
<irene.au@gmail.com>,  "Teri  Wilde"  <t_wilde@yahoo.com>,  "Luan  Wilfong"  <lwilfong@ibigeewatsi.com> 
Date:  Friday,  February  6,  2009,  10:45  AM 


Plello  neighbors  - 


The  high-speed  rail  is  early  in  the  planning  phase  and  the  possibility  of  the  CalTrain  corridor  being  used  has  a 
lot  of  implications  for  our  neighborhood.  See  recent  Merc  news  story  http://www.mercurvn  ews.com/breakinu 
news/ci  11621202 


4: ^"7 


Now  is  the  time  to  get  informed  about  what  is  being  planned  and  be  sure  your  voice  is  heard  in  the  process. 
There  is  new  yahoo  group  following  the  issue:  http:// groups.  valioo.com/  group/Palo  Alto  HSR/ 

There  will  be  a  meeting  this  Sunday  1 :30pm  at  the  Shepherd's  home  at  1556  Madrono  in  Southgate.  John 
Barton,  city  council  member,  will  be  on  hand  to  provide  information  from  the  city's  perspective.  All  interested 
folks  are  welcome  to  attend.  Feel  free  to  spread  the  word!  — 


Thanks 


Julie  Zelenski 
365  College  Ave 


Messages  in  this  topic  (1 )  Reply  /via  web  post!  j  Start  a  new  topic 
Messages  |  Files  |  Ehotes  I  Links  |  Database  |  Balls  I  Members  |  Calendar 
MARKETPLACE 


From  kitchen  basics  to  easy  recipes  -  join  the  Group  from  Kraft  Foods 


Change  settings  via  the  Web  (Yahoo!  ID  required) 

Change  settings  via  email:  Switch  delivery  to  Daily  Digest  |  Switch  format  to  Traditional 
Visit  Your  Group  1  Yahoo!  Groups  Terms  of  Use  1  Unsubscribe 

RECENT  ACTIVITY 

Visit  Your  Group 

Yahoo!  Finance 
It's  Now  Personal 

Guides,  news, 
advice  &  more. 


2 


Everyday  WeHness 
on  Yahool  Groups 
Find  groups  that  wifi 
help  you  stay  fit 
Check  out  the 


Y!  Groups  blog 

Stay  up  to  speed 
on  all  things  Groups! 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  S.  Zweig 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  $  \  Y 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  iOi^aC 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  'QjC' 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  ,  ^ 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ^  ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  ^  \?KC> 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  ^ 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ^'T^IAAmW 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

S.  Zweig 

3341  St.  Michael  Ct,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

T-5C 


Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


teliu97-temp@yahoo.com 
Friday,  March  27,  2009  9:47  PM 
HSR  Comments 
Sunnyvale 


I  am  a  resident  in  Sunnyvale. 

A  few  comments: 

1.  I  have  concerns  with  the  local  noise  and  aesthetic  impact  of  the  high  speed  railTj  ^  /V^'  ^  k A4V6 i 

2.  This  track  runs  along  residential  (suburban)  areas  when  I  have  seen  this  in  Europe  the  tracks  are  in  trenchesTI 

The  only  appropriate  approach  would  be  a  trench  through  downtown  Sunnyvale.  rOw^A-  J 

3.  A  rised  track  is  unacceptable,  especially  if  money  is  allocated  to  other  areas  for  a  tunnel.  Allocating  ’  I 


funds  unevenly  like  this  may  benefit  fewer  people  (less  dense  areas)  at  the  cost  of  many;  it  also  my  discriminate  against 


certain  groups. 


FWU 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Charlotte  (illegible) 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  Flow  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  #1 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety?  £  [  WC>\3£> 

Noise  Levels:  Flow  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds?  ^ \ 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  Flow  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  «  n 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  &  ^ 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

Flow  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  -F 

Flow  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air#^  v  V 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  \  1  y 


£\JO- 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Charlotte  (illegible) 

3394  South  Court,  Palo  Alto  94306 

None 

X-SC  4-^ 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  Frank  (illegible) 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


3cAfe^) 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in  W 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

safety?  .  . 
Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 


Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property 
devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  saw 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  qUoItW 

pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  / 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

Frank  (illegible) 

3715  Lindero  Dr,  Palo  Alto  94306 

Consider  alternative  like 
terminating  HSR  at  San  Jose  or 
trenching  and  tunneling  or  ^ 

anything  but  what  is  being 
proposed  so  far. 

TVvS* 
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San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  K  (illegible) 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


4^3 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in^‘ 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 
safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services?  A  . 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  * 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife?  $  ^  &iC> 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  V 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ^ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

K(illegible) 

221  Richardson,  Pal  Alto  94303 

None 

s'oi 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  (illegible) 


I  am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 
on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 


y\p 
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safety? 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains 
running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their  ”r'  4=x/C/ 

schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  V*  » 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base?  v 

-#1 


How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air  Of 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  ^ 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

(illegible) 

2001  Bryant  Street,  Palo  Alto  94301 

None 

T  -sc  9D2. 


San  Jose  to  San  Francisco  Scoping  comment  on  a  small  postcard  by  (illegible) 


am  concerned  about  the  following  impacts  that  the  proposed  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HSR  will  have 


on: 


Safety:  My  Safety  and  the  safety  of  my  neighbors.  How  safe  is  a  train  traveling  at  125  mph  in 
very  close  proximity  to  residential  housing  and  local  traffic?  Can  you  guarantee  my  family's 

Safety?  Lkl 

Noise  Levels:  How  will  noise  levels  be  affected  by  the  combination  of  more  frequent  trains  ‘ 

running  at  much  higher  speeds? 

Local  Traffic  Flows/Community  Separation:  How  will  you  avoid  separating  children  from  their^* 
schools  and  large  sections  of  the  city  from  emergency  services? 

Property  Values:  Some  neighbors  may  lose  their  homes  and  what  is  the  risk  of  property  ' 

devaluation  and  subsequent  erosion  of  the  local  tax  base? 

How  will  you  avoid  destroying  our  trees  and  impacting  on  local  wildlife? 

How  will  you  mitigate  the  visual  impact  of  an  elevated  track  structure  and  the  increased  air^  I 
pollution  caused  by  increase  in  the  frequency  of  the  trains?  Q{\Y 


Name 

Address 

Additional  Comments  on  the  Card 

(illegible) 

3234  Maddux,  Palo  Alto  94303 

None 

I-SC  5  C3 


Scoping  Period  Comment  Form 

Sen  Francisco  to  San  Jose  Section 


Thank  you  for  attending  today  s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  public  and  agency  concerns  focus 
on  the  environmental  documents,  and  define  the  issues  that  will  be  examined  in  the  Project-Level  Environmental  Impact  Report/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS).  The  scoping  process  also  helps  to  identify  project  impacts,  alternatives  mitiqation 
measures  and  environmental  subject  areas  deserving  attention.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  Hiqh-Speed  Rail 
Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form)  by  March  6,  2009. 

Meeting  Date/Location 

□  January  22  -  San  Mateo  County  □  January  27  -  San  Francisco  County  '^January  29  -  Santa  Clara  County 
Name  (please  print) 

City:  v’cA.o  vVr>  State: 

Title  (if  applicable): 


Organization/Business  (if  applicable): 
Address 


Phone: 


E-mail: 


Fax: 


□  Ves,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 
Please  comment  clearly. 


(o\\\  '-o-e  cP 

4o  -W'C&cd 


/vtoclVv  1 

-Vo  cbff' 


Aye^fw  \y\4V^ 

v^e^d? 


Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  Please  leave  your  form  at  the  comment  table 
or  mail  it  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  to  ensure  that  your  comments  are  included  in  our  records 
The  comment  period  closes  on  March  6,  2009. 
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Fold  and  Tape  Before  Mailing 


March  1 6:  2009 
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Mr.  Dan  Leavitt,  Deputy  Director,  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST  Project 
EIR/EIS 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
925  L  Street,  Suite  1425 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Leavitt: 

I  am  writing  to  protest  the  building  of  a  wall  for  the  elevated  tracks  of  the  high  speed  rail. 

!  wonder  if  Ron  Diridon  and  the  others  who  think  this  is  a  great  project 
-live  along  the  Caltrain  Corridor;  I  doubt  it. 

-wouldn’t  mind  seeing  their  property  values  plummet  because  of  a  wall;!  doubt  it. 
-wouldn’t  mind  seeing  graffiti  in  their  neighborhoods;  I  doubt  it. 

-would  think  it  OK  to  lose  some  of  their  property  to  Eminent  Domain;  I  doubt  it. 

Mr.  Diridon  asked  why  we  voted  for  the  project  we  are  now  protesting.  It  was  because 
approved  the  concept,  not  this  execution  of  it.  Why  weren’t  we  given  all  of  the  facts 
BEFORE  this  went  on  the  ballot?  Was  it  because  the  backers  knew  it  would  never  be 
approved? 
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The  High  Speed  Rail  project  will  succeed  only  if  it  is  placed  underground  along  the 
Caltrain  Corridor.  The  fight  has  just  begun. 

Yours  truly, 


Ruth  Havemeyer  Foley 
169  Hemlock  Court 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94306-4623 


cc:State  Senator  Joe  Simitian 
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Kris  Livingston 


From:  Geoff  Browning  (Campus  Minister)  [geoff.browning@stanford.edu] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  1 1 ,  2009  2:23  PM 

To:  HSR  Comments 

Subject:  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  HST 


Hello, 

I  am  excited  about  the  prospect  of  HSR  throughout  California  and  that  is  one 
reason  I  voted  for  Prop  1 A  last  fall.  However,  I  am  alarmed  from  what  I  have 
heard  regarding  the  lack  of  sensitivity  to  local  concerns  for  aesthetics,  noise,  and 
what  some  have  called  arrogance.  Heavy-handed  tactics  threaten  the  completion 
of  this  project  and  will  probably  endanger  future  expansion  throughout  California. 
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Please  take  into  consideration  local  concerns  for  noise  and  aesthetics  so  we  don't 
end  up  with  lawsuits  and  ill  will  that  will  surely  threaten  future  projects. 
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Thank  you, 


Bromity 

Campus  Minister 

United  Campus  Christian  Ministry 
Stanford  University 
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Thank  you  for  attending  today’s  meeting.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  provide  government  agencies  and  the 
public  the  opportunity  to  help  identify  possible  issues,  the  overall  scope  and  focus,  and  alternatives  for  consideration  in  the 
environmental  review.  Please  return  comments  to  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  (return  address  is  on  the  reverse 
side  of  this  form)  by  April  1 0,  2009. 


Meeting  Date/Location 

D  March  18  -  Merced  D  March  25  -  San  Jose  J^-March  26  -  Gilroy 
Name  (please  print):  ^VXg.y-\o  City: _ 


Title 

(if  applicable): 

Organization/Business  E-mail:  Ar\r\  Af  V  x-\  0  ,  i  ^ 

(if  applicable):  -  M  A  *<-0* 

Add ress :  Qd-  iflifc.  U  Ob  *7  C=TD  _ 

^Yes,  I  would  like  to  be  added  to  your  mailing  list  to  receive  newsletters,  information  mailings,  and  meeting  notices. 


Phone: 


Comment  (please  write  clearly): 
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Thank  you  for  your  participation  in  this  important  process.  You  may  drop  off  your  completed  comment  sheet  in  a  comment 
box  or  with  any  High-Speed  Train  team  members,  mail,  or  e-mail  it  to  us  at  comments@hsr.ca.gov  by  close  of  business  on 
April  10,  2009.  In  addition,  you  may  comment  verbally  to  the  court  reporter  today. 

The  comment  period  ends  close  of  business  on  April  10,  2009. 


Fold  and  Tape  Completely  Before  Mailing 
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Kris  Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Robert  Horstmeyer  [rhorstmeyer@gptpartners.com] 
Friday,  March  13,  2009  4:54  PM 
HSR  Comments 

FW:  SAn  Francisco  to  SAn  Jose  HSR  Route 


Hello: 

Can  you  answer  me? 
Bob 


Robert  J.  Horstmeyer 

Managing  Director 


GROWTHPOINT 
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Direct  Phone:  650-322-1859 
Cell  Phone:  650-714-6476 
Main  Number:  650-322-2500 
Fax:  650-461-8506 
rhorstmever(S)Qptoartners.com 


GrowthPoint  Technology  Partners,  LLC 
835  Page  Mill  Road 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94304-4011 
website:  www.QPtoartners.com 


From:  Robert  Horstmeyer 

Sent:  Tuesday,  March  03,  2009  7:08  PM 

To:  comments@hsr.ca.gov 

Subject:  SAn  Francisco  to  SAn  Jose  HSR  Route 


Hello: 


& 


I  just  read  an  article  in  the  local  newspaper  that  said  the  high  speed  rail  train  will  run  on  the  existing  right  of 
CalTrain  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose. 


way  for 


Is  that  true? 


If  that  is  a  correct  fact  as  reported  in  the  news;  can  you  please  tell  me: 

-  how  fast  the  trains  will  travel? 

-  how  frequently  they  will  run? 

-  will  they  run  24  hours  a  day? 

--  how  much  noise  will  they  make  in  normal  operation? 

-  what  is  the  damage  radius  (purely  from  kinetic  energy)  for  a  derailed  train  at  the  proposed  speed? 

-  will  the  rail  crossings  use  the  same  gates  as  now  used? 

-  Where  the  train  will  stop  on  the  peninsula 

--  How  much  noise  they  make  braking  and  accelerating  from  their  stops 

--  what  is  the  safety  history  of  these  trains  when  operating  under  similar  conditions  as  expected  on  the  peninkula 

-  will  the  train  be  fossil  fuel  engine  driven  or  electrified 
--  is  there  operational  experience  operating  these  trains  at  the  proposed  speed  within  a  few  meters  of  moving  traffic 
and  people  on  sidewalks 

-  what  is  the  operational  experience  for  associated  structural  damage  to  buildings  located  with  50  meters  of  |:he  train 
trackks 

Thanks  for  your  help 
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Bob 


Robert  J.  Horstmeyer 
Managing  Director 


G.rowthpoTnt 

rgCHMO'.CSV  PAR’MtnS 


Direct  Phone:  650-322-1859 
Cell  Phone:  650-714-6476 
Main  Number:  650-322-2500 
Fax:  650-461-8506 
rhorstmeverOiaptDa  rtners.com 


GrowthPoint  Technology  Partners,  LLC 
835  Page  Mill  Road 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94304-4011 
website:  www.QDtoartners.com 


The  information  in  this  email  may  contain  privileged  and/or  confidential  information  and  is  intended  for  the 
named  recipients  only.  If  you  are  not  the  addressee  indicated  in  this  message,  please  do  not  copy  or  deliver  this 
message  to  anyone.  In  such  case,  destroy  this  message  and  notify  us  immediately  by  replying  to  this  email  or  by 
calling  us  directly  at  650-322-2500.  If  you  prefer  not  to  receive  future  emails  of  this  type,  please  let  us  know  by 
replying  to  this  email.  [GrowthPoint  Technology  Partners,  LLC] 
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